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2000 & 2001 — The Years in Review

MILESTONES

In July 2001 Judge Douglas H. Ginsburg be-
came Chief Judge of the U.S. Court of Appeals
for the District of Columbia Circuit. His prede-
cessor, Judge Harry T. Edwards, had served in
that capacity since September 1994. Judge Tho-
mas F. Hogan became Chief Judge of the U.S.
District Court for the District of Columbiain June
2001, following the tenure of Judge Norma
Holloway Johnson who had served as Chief Judge
of the District Court since July 1997.

In the last two years two circuit judges have
taken senior status. Judge LaurenceH. Silberman
assumed senior status in November 2000 having
served on the court for 15 years. Judge Stephen
F. Williams took senior status in September 2001
following 15 years of service. In addition, Judge
James L. Buckley retired from active senior sta-
tus in September 2000 having served as a circuit
judge since December 1985.

On the District Court, Judge Norma Holloway
Johnson took senior statusin June 2001 after serv-
ingfor 21 yearsasafederal judge, including nearly
four years as chief judge of the court. Judge Tho-
mas Penfield Jackson took senior status in Janu-
ary 2002 having served onthe District Court bench
since June 1982. Judge ThomasA. Flannery, who
was appointed to the District Court in 1971 and
took senior statusin May 1985, retired from active
senior status in January 2001. Judge Stanley S.
Harrisretired from the court in January 2001 after
nearly 18 yearson the District Court bench. Judge
Joyce Hens Green, who was appointed to the Dis-
trict Court benchiin May 1979 and took senior sta-
tusin July 1995, assumed inactive senior statusin
July 2001.

Since 2000 three new judges were appointed
totheDistrict Court: in October 2001 Judge Reggie
B. Walton was swornin; Judge John D. Batestook
the oath of office in December 2001; and Judge
Richard A. Leon was appointed to the court in
February 2002.

Bankruptcy Judge S. Martin Teel, Jr., who was

appointed U.S. Bankruptcy Judge for the District
of Columbiain 1988, was reappointed to asecond
term of 14 years effective in February 2002.

The circuit mourned the loss of Judge June L.
Green, who died on February 2, 2001. Judge Green
was appointed to the District Court bench in June
1968, took senior status in January 1984, and as-
sumed inactive status as a senior judge in Decem-
ber 2000.

On September 15, 2000 Donald W. Horton be-
came the United States Marshal for the District of
Columbia. He had been serving in an acting ca-
pacity since June 1998.

Therewere a so significant changes among the
senior staff of the circuit in 2000 and 2001. In
February 2000 Ellen Finn concluded morethanthree
and ahalf years of serviceto the Court of Appeals
as Special Assistant to the Chief Judge. Tracy
Hauser Scarrow, who had previously served as a
staff attorney inthe Legal Division, hasbeen serv-
ing in that position since Ms. Finn'sdeparture. In
July 2001 Joan P. Fegan was appointed Deputy
Circuit Executive. LindaElliott, theformer Deputy
Circuit Executive, was appointed as Special Coun-
sel to the Circuit Executive for Legal Affairsand
Community Outreach. In January 2002 Jerry
Misko, the circuit’s first Assistant Circuit Execu-
tive for Space and Facilities, retired after nearly
32 yearsof federal service, including morethan 10
with the Office of the Circuit Executive. Sara
Delgado, the Circuit Architect, was appointed as
the new Assistant Circuit Executivefor Space and
Facilitiesin January. On July 27, 2001 Robert A.
Bonner retired from the U.S. Court of Appeals
Clerk’sOffice. He had served in senior-level man-
agement positions in the Clerk’s Office for more
than 29 years. In July 2001 anew position, Deputy
Specia Counsel to the Clerk, was created, and
Nancy Dunn, former staff attorney in the Clerk’s
Office’s Legal Division, was appointed to the po-
sition. Doris Brown retired in January 2001 hav-
ing served the courts of the D.C. Circuit for nearly
32 years: 25 years as secretary to District Court
Judge Gerhard Gesell and six years as secretary
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to Circuit Judge David Tatel. Eva Brown, Opin-
ions Clerk for the Court of Appeals, retired dueto
ill health in February 2001 after 12 years of ser-
vice to the court. She passed away the following
August. The court has mourned the loss of this
dedicated staff member.

In District Court Robin Tabora became the
Chief Deputy Clerk for Administration in March
2002, succeeding Elizabeth Paret who left the
Clerk’s Office to become Clerk of Court for the
District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia.
Lillian Witt retired with more than 30 years of ser-
viceto the District Court. She had served as sec-
retary to Chief Judge Hogan, the late Chief Judge
William B. Jones, and Circuit Judge Patriciawald.
GloriaJohnson retired as secretary to thelate Judge
Aubrey E. Robinson, Jr., after 27 years of service.
Mildred Seneriusretired as secretary to Judge John
Garrett Penn after nearly 22 years of service. In
addition, threelong-time courtroom deputiesretired
from the Clerk’s Office: Gloria Whyte with 29
years, Ellen Herbert with 33Y2years, and Joe Wood,
Jr. with 30 years of service.

In 2001 the Bankruptcy Court bid farewell to
Edith Jones who retired after 30 years of federa
service. Five employees of the U.S. Probation
Office retired with 20 years or more of service to
the federal judiciary: Thomas Brennan with 26
years, Charles Ruby with 25 years, Thyra Benoit
with 23 years, Deborah Jason with 22 years, and
Vicky Leake-Zapatawith 21years. Eugene Corbett
retired after nearly 18 years of service.

THE E. BARRETT PRETTYMAN
United states COURTHOUSE

Annex Construction

Preparations for construction of an annex to
the E. Barrett Prettyman U. S. Courthouse con-
tinued throughout 2000 and 2001, despiteinitial un-
certaintiesabout funding. Legidationwaseventu-
aly enacted providing funding for the project in
Fiscal Year 2002. It is estimated that the entire
project, which includes construction of the annex
and renovation of the existing courthouse, will take
fiveto six years.

The project involves construction of a new
351,500 sguare foot structure on the Third Street
side of the courthouse. The structure will house
nine courtrooms, 19 judges chambers, and related
office support space. A 23,900 squarefoot atrium
will connect the new annex to the existing build-
ing. Theaddition of the annex and reconfiguration
of the existing spacein the courthouse are expected
to meet the courts space needs well into the fu-
ture.

All phases of the project have involved promi-
nent membersin the building design and construc-

Artist’s rendering of the completed
annex asviewed from Third Street

tionindustry. During the past four yearsthe courts
worked with the architectural team of Graves/
SH& G to complete the design process. Michael
Graves, the primary architect for the project, is
widely recognized as one of the most innovative
designers of the late twentieth century. The
country’s oldest architectural/engineering firm,
Smith, Hinchman & Grylls(SH& G), collaborated
on the project, helping to design a structure that
promises to be functional, aesthetically pleasing,
cost-effective, and appropriate for modern judicial
operations.

In early 2002 Jacobs Engineering Group, Inc.
was awarded the contract to provide construction
management services for the project. Jacobs will
serve as an agent of the government, overseeing
all aspectsof construction. JacobsFacilities, Inc.,
alocal subsidiary of Jacobs Engineering, will pro-
vide the on-site staff for the project. Jacobs Fa-
cilities recently served as the contract manager
for the construction of the U.S. Secret Service
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headquarters and the Albert V. Bryan Federal
CourthouseinAlexandria, Virginia.

The construction contract was awarded on
March 15, 2002 to the Centex Construction Com-
pany, Inc., of Fairfax, Virginia, one of the largest
commercial building contractorsin the mid-Atlan-
ticarea. Centex will provide the management, la-
bor, materials, and equipment required for the
project. Among noteworthy projects handled by
Centex is the interior renovation of the James
Madison Memoria Building of the Library of Con-
gress, construction of the National Academy of
Sciences headquarters, renovation of the Corcoran
Gallery of Art, and rehabilitation of the Washing-
ton DullesInternational Airport.

A groundbreaking ceremony for the annex
project was held on April 8, 2002. Vice President
Richard Cheney, Chief Justice William Rehnquist,
Congresswoman Eleanor Holmes Norton and Gen-
eral Services Administrator Stephen Perry joined
Chief Judges Douglas Ginsburg and Thomas Hogan
asthe guest speakers at this specia event marking
the beginning of the construction phase of the
project.

In the Wake of September 11th

Security has aways been a top priority at the
courthouse. Sadly, the tragedy of September 11
reinforced the continuing need for vigilancein ef-
fortsto protect all courthouse occupants, including
the hundreds of visitors, jurors, witnesses, litigants,
and attorneys who frequent the courthouse each
day. Asadesignated sitefor certainterrorist trials
and appeals, the courts of the D.C. Circuit main-
tain a constant state of high alert. All courthouse
security and emergency plans continue to be re-
viewed and tested on aregular basis. In addition,
both court staff and U.S. Marshals Service per-
sonnel receive regular safety and security train-
ing.

The discovery of anthrax at the Brentwood
postal facility, which processed courthouse mail,
led to significant changesin the courts’ mail han-
dling procedures in fall 2001. All mail and pack-
agesdelivered to the courthouse are now subjected
to special precautionary measures. The new pro-

cedures apply to mail delivered by the U.S. Postal
Service as well asto items arriving by courier or
private carriers. While the new procedures pro-
videaheightened level of scrutiny and protection,
they have not resulted in significant delays of the
deliveries.

LANDMARK EVENTS:
PRESERVING AND MAKING HISTORY

Bicentennial Celebration

In March 2001 the courts of the District of
Columbia Circuit celebrated their 200th anniver-
sary. This historic occasion was marked by ava
riety of events sponsored by the Historical Society
of the District of Columbia Circuit in conjunction
with the courts. District Judge Louis Oberdorfer,
chair of the Historical Society, oversaw the plan-
ning for the cel ebration, aided by bicentennial co-
chair E. Barrett Prettyman, Jr., Daniel M. Gribbon,
President of the Society, and Historical Society
board members William F. Causey, Linda Ferren,
Vicki Jackson, Judge Henry H. Kennedy, Jr., and
Phyllis Thompson.

The celebration began with atwo-day sympo-
sium held in the Ceremonial Courtroom of the E.
Barrett Prettyman United States Courthouse and
at the Ronald Reagan International Trade Center.
Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg, the Historical
Society’s first chair, was the keynote speaker. In
her address Justice Ginsburg discussed therole of
the D. C. Circuit courts as “ protectors of the rule
of law against nonobservance, neglect, or abuse”
and their responsivenessto “the pleasand plight of
vulnerable populations, in particular, the late-
comers to suffrage — African-Americans and
women.”

The symposium program also included four
panel discussions focusing on issuesraised in pa-
persdrafted specially for the bicentennial celebra-
tion by nine distinguished scholars: Judge Patricia
M. Wald and professors Daniel R. Ernst, Louis
Henkin, Randall Kennedy, Catharine A.
MacKinnon, Charles J. Ogletree, Jr., Richard J.
Pierce, Jr., Judith Resnik, and Jonathan R. Siegel.
Judges, attorneys, and scholars participated as
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panelists. The panel topicsincluded “ The District
Court andits Congtitutionaly Unique Roles,” “ Con-
stitutional Confrontations in the D. C. Circuit
Courts,” “The Specia Contributions of the D. C.
Circuit toAdministrative Law,” and “ Equality De-
cisionsof the D. C. Circuit Courts.” In addition, a
special tributeto the District Court was offered by
then-Chief Judge NormaHolloway Johnson.
Chief Justice William H. Rehnquist delivered
the symposium luncheon addressto more than 400
in attendance, sharing intriguing rarely told stories
about some of the individuals who have come be-
forethe D. C. Circuit courts during their first 200

Chief Justice Rehnquist delivering the bicentennial
symposium luncheon address

years.

Calmly to Poise the Scales of Justice: A His-
tory of the Courts of the District of Columbia
Circuit, abook written by Jeffrey Brandon Morris
with assistance from Chris Rohmann, was widely
distributed during the bicentennial festivities. The
history was commissioned by the Historical Soci-
ety in 1990.

During the celebration, an exhibit highlighting
thework of the Society’s Oral History Project was
unveiled. Theinteractiveexhibit, spotlighting seven
of the 34 oral histories completed at thetime of the
symposium, was displayed throughout the event
and is now on display at the courthouse. The ex-

hibit combines photographs, biographical sketches,
and recorded voices of the selected subjects and
local attorneyswho volunteered to conduct thein-
terviews. Theora history collection includes the
histories of judges who have served on the courts
of the D.C. Circuit, preeminent lawyers who have
appeared before the courts, and other personswho
have figured prominently in the history of the cir-
Cuit.

Shortly after the symposium, students from
Disgtrict of Columbia high schools gathered at the
courthouse to participate in the final event of the
celebration — amoot court competition focusing
on cases previously heard inthe D.C. Circuit that
involved schools and school-age children. Volun-
teer lawyers worked with the students to prepare
them to present their arguments to judges and
magistrate judges of the District Court.

U. S Supreme Court Sts in Ceremonial Courtroom

On October 29, 30, and 31, 2001, the United
States Supreme Court relocated to the E. Barrett
Prettyman United States Courthouse to hear ar-
guments. This was the only time since the Su-
preme Court building opened in 1935 that the Su-
preme Court has heard arguments in another
venue. The unprecedented rel ocation was spurred
by the detection of traces of anthrax in a remote
facility that processes Supreme Court mail, result-
ing inthedecision to closethe Supreme Court build-
ing for testing. By relocating to the E. Barrett

The U.S. Supreme Court following
argumentsin the Ceremonial Courtroom
(Justice Scalianot pictured)
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Prettyman U.S. Courthouse, the Supreme Court
was able to maintain its calendar of cases, ensur-
ing that the Court’s work was not interrupted by
the emergency situation. Argumentswere heldin
the Ceremonia Courtroom, which was set up to
replicate as closely as possible the layout of the
Supreme Court courtroom.

Audio Broadcast of the Microsoft Argument

In February 2001, for the first time in the his-
tory of the D. C. Circuit, an argument was broad-
cast live, worldwide, using the Internet. The case
was United Sates v. Microsoft, widely recog-
nized as one of the most important antitrust cases
to be heard by an appellate court in decades. The

The Microsoft en banc panel

Court of Appeals sitting en banc heard two days
of argument in the Ceremonial Courtroom, which
wasfilled to capacity. Because of the global inter-
est in the case, special arrangements were made
to permit a live radio broadcast of the argument,
aswell asreal-time streaming of the argument over
the Internet. The live broadcasts gave accessto a
much wider audience than could be accommodated
at the courthouse.

MANAGEMENT REFORMS AND
OTHER IMPROVEMENTS

Revisions to Local Rules

The Court of Appealsrevised itsrulesgovern-

ing the citation of unpublished dispositions. Previ-
oudly, citation to unpublished digpositionsof the D.C.
Circuit waslimited to situationsinwhich the prior
decision had some preclusive effect or constituted
the law of the case. All other citations to unpub-
lished dispositionswere prohibited. Inaccordance
with prior practice, the unpublished dispositionshad
no precedentia effect. Beginning January 1, 2002
the court abrogated these rules, allowing citation
toany and all dispositions by the D.C. Circuit and
giving al dispositions precedential effect. Thecourt
was careful to point out that adecision not to pub-
lish a particular disposition meant that the panel
which issued the order or judgment did not view
the disposition as having any precedential value
but that parties were not precluded from citing the
order or judgment.

Civil Case Assignment System

In February 2001 the District Court judges
adopted a new civil case assignment system that
is designed to more equitably distribute the cases
among the judges and to more accurately reflect
current filing trends. The new system was adopted
following an extensive study conducted through-
out 2000 during which the Clerk’s Office staff re-
searched past case assignments and analyzed the
likely effects of the new system.

Case Management/Electronic Case
Filing (CM/ECF)

During 2000 and 2001 the District Court began
agradual conversion to electronic case filing and
isnow one of seven district courts nationwide that
accepts cases over the Internet. In January 2001
two judges began to accept some civil casesfiled
over the Internet. In July 2001 the program ex-
panded to four judges, and by the end of 2001, five
judgeswerereceiving all new civil caseselectroni-
caly.

A great deal of work preceded this develop-
ment. In 2000 selected Clerk’s Office staff went
to Kansas City to view the electronic case filing
system operated by the federal court there. Vari-
ous committees worked toward reviewing and re-
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vising case processing procedures and local rules
to facilitate the new filing methods. Training of
staff and attorneys began and is ongoing. This
year the Clerk’s Office also began serving as a
mentor to another court, the Eastern District of
Pennsylvania, in its conversion to the new case
management and electronic casefiling (CM/ECF)
system devel oped by the Administrative Office of
the U.S. Courts. The District Court plansto begin
accepting criminal case electronic filingsin 2002.
Efforts are also underway to convert the court’s
dockets from the old case management system to
the CM/ECF system.

In late fall 2001 the Bankruptcy Court began
implementation of the Bankruptcy version of CM/
ECF and subsequently started reviewing its case
processing procedures in order to prepare for the
transition to the new automated case management
and electronic casefiling system.

The Court of Appeals al'so gained experience
in electronic filing techniques during the Microsoft
appeal. Although the appellate version of CM/
ECF is not expected to be complete for severa
years, the court used amadified version of theelec-
tronic filing program to accept filingsin the case.
Recognizing the extensive public interest in this
case, the court required all partiesto file pleadings
electronically viatheInternet. Copiesof the plead-
ingswereimmediately posted to aweb site acces-
sible by the public. Additionally, the court’s
Microsoft web page was designed to give the me-
dia and other interested parties ready-access to
orders, judgments, opinions, dockets, and pleadings.

Training Initiatives

During 2000 and 2001 Court of Appeals staff
participated intraining sponsored by the court, the
Federal Judicial Center, Administrative Office of
the United States Courts, and outside vendors.
Staff also took advantage of many Federal Judi-
cial Television course offeringsincluding training
in appellate case opening, the law clerk appoint-
ment process, proofreading, time management,
leadership, and structured on-the-job training.

The District Court launched the Professional
Development Plan (PDP) in 2001. Under thisini-

tiative, each employeein consultation with his/her
supervisor identifies goals, skills, education, and
training needs for the upcoming year. In addition
to benefitting employees and supervisors, the pro-
gram assists the office in planning future training
programs.

In 2000 District Court Clerk’s Office senior
staff members attended a three-day workshop
based upon the popular book 7 Habits of Highly
Effective People. 1n 2001 the entire Clerk’s Of-
fice had the opportunity to attend a one-day, off-
site workshop entitled Work Is Too Important to
Be Taken Seriously. The program focused on
using humor in theworkplace and maintaining bal -
ance and perspective.

Recently the Bankruptcy Court transformed its
conference room into amultipurpose, multimedia
training room. In additionto avariety of presenta-
tion equipment, an LCD projector connected to a
PC enablesinnovative, in-housetraining.

In 2000 the Probation Office implemented the
“Automation University,” in which peer-to-peer
training was provided on various automated pack-
ages, programs, and software. “Degrees’ were
awarded to staff mastering basic, intermediate, and
advanced automation skills.

Automation Advances

Implementation of state-of-the-art technology
aimed at improving court operationsand serviceto
the public continuesto be animportant goal for the
D.C. Circuit. In the past two years there have
been numerous technol ogical advances.

In 2001 the entire D.C. Circuit converted to
the judiciary’s newly adopted e-mail system, Lo-
tus Notes. The Court of Appeals served as the
pilot for the nationwide conversion. The Court of
Appea sautomation team worked closely with staff
from the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
and L otus technicians to revise and document the
implementation proceduresfor the benefit of other
courtsthat would follow.

The Court of Appeals has for some time oper-
ated an automated system that allows judges to
cast votes on motions and other case-related mat-
ters by computer and to view the votes and com-
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mentsof colleagueson-line. Recently the court aug-
mented this system to provide electronic versions
of staff memoranda, orders, and scanned plead-
ings. Judges may now view al relevant documents
and pleadings at their computers, in chambers, at
home, or whiletraveling.

Over the past two years all arguments of the
Court of Appeals have been broadcast live inter-
nally via the court’s intranet. The broadcasts are
availableto judges and court staff at their comput-
ers and are archived for future access.

Nearly al orders and judgments issued by the
court are available on-line viathe court’'s PACER
site. Users must have an account and a modest
fee is assessed. The orders and judgments are
generally available within 24 hours of their issu-
ance. The only exceptions are orders filed under
seal, clerk’s orders granting motionsto intervene,
and clerk’s orders establishing an initial submis-
sionsschedule. In January 2000 updated versions
of the court’sintranet and Internet web sites were
unveiled. The upgraded web sites offer anumber
of new features, including powerful new search

A view of the District Court’s electronic courtroom

capabilities, that have greatly increased the sites
usefulness.

The U. S. District Court’s Internet web site
also continued to garner praise from the bar, pub-
lic, and press. Court opinions and schedules con-
tinueto be the most frequently accessed documents
on the web site. Since 1998 the court has posted
more than 600 opinions and orders on the site. In
April 2001 the court posted the highly sought after
Microsoft Conclusions of Law and Order. The

The District Court information kiosk in operation

sitereceived more than 30,000 “ hits” for thisdocu-
ment.

TheDigtrict Court information kiosk located in
themain corridor onthefirst floor received aface-
lift aswell asasoftware upgrade. A new cylindri-
cal enclosure holds the system'’s state-of-the-art
CPU, touch screen monitor, and printer. New fea-
tures include an animated logo, enhanced court
schedules and forms, and a new web interface.

In 2000 and 2001 District Court completed wir-
ing al courtrooms (except the magistrate judges’
courtroomson thefirst floor) for Mobile Evidence
Presentation Systems (MEPS). In 2001 three ad-
ditional MEPS were purchased, bringing the num-
ber of portable presentation systems the court has
to seven. In March 2000 District Court unveiled
its second electronic courtroom in courtroom 16.
The courtroom was one of the first in the federal
court systemtoincorporateflat panel display moni-
tors into the jury box. A third electronic court-
room, dated for courtroom five on the second floor,
should be complete by mid-April 2002. The court
continuesto serve as host to countless visitorsin-
terested in learning about courtroom technology,
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including representatives from local law firms,
courts from across the country, and foreign del-
egations.

Over the past two years the Bankruptcy Court
has made great strides in technological advance-
ments designed to improve services to the court,
bar, public, and staff. Infall 2001 the Bankruptcy
Court enhanced courtroom operationswith thein-
stallation of anew sound system and digital audio
recording. The new system provides the public
withimproved sound quality, assisted listening de-
vices, and interpretation capability. In conjunction
with the sound system upgrade, modern infrastruc-
ture was installed to provide counsel and trustees
with improved el ectronic accessin the courtroom.

Alsoin 2001 the Bankruptcy Court released its
Internet web site providing the public with access
to amultitude of bankruptcy information, including
alink to PACER. The Bankruptcy Court’s sys-
tems department also completed an extensive net-
work upgrade, allowing faster network access.

During 2000 and 2001 the Probation Office
made numerous advances in technology. The of-
fice developed a program that forms the basis for
Probation Office electronic case filing, workflow
capability, and the creation of presentenceinves-
tigation reports. The office also developed and
installed the Supervision Information System (S1S),
a comprehensive information system; an assign-
ment tracking system for investigations; and the
tracking systemfor supervisioninvestigations. The
Probation Officeintranet site was also devel oped.
It provides a wealth of information including on-
line versions of the policy and procedure manual,
memos, directives, and varioustelephone directo-
ries.

Financial Accounting System for Tomorrow

In spring 2001 all of the courtsof the D.C. Cir-
cuit moved to FAS,T— the Financia Accounting
System For Tomorrow — the judiciary’s new fi-
nancial management software, which consolidates
budgeting, funds management, procurement, ac-
counts payabl e, and disbursement functions. The
system has reduced paper flow between the vari-
ous court units and the District Court Finance Of -

fice, which is the disbursing office for al of the
courts of thecircuit. Unlike prior systems, FAS, T
interfaces with the judiciary’s jury management
system and central accounting system. Morethan
400 court units are scheduled to adopt this system
by July 2004.

DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROGRAMS

Throughout 2000 and 2001 volunteer mediators
in the United States Court of Appeals Mediation
Program continued to provide high-quality media-
tion services on apro bono basisto appellate liti-
gants. Led by chair John H. Pickering of Wilmer,
Cutler & Pickering, the mediatorshandled all types
of civil appellate cases, including casesinvolving
commercia and business disputes, employment
matters, labor law issues, regulatory matters, and
environmental and resource-management contro-
versies. In December 2000 the court trained a
group of 12 new volunteerswho joined the court’s
experienced corps of volunteer mediators. Dur-
ing 2000 and 2001 the court aso held two impor-
tant appellate mediator events. In the first, Judge
David S. Tatel spoke to the mediators about a spe-
cial-education case he had mediated by requestin
the United States District Courtin Baltimore. The
second was an appellate mediator luncheon fea
turing Senator GeorgeW. Mitchell, who described

h'ﬂ‘

Senator Mitchell (second from left) discusses the intricacies
of multiparty negotiation with Judge Tatel, John Pickering,
(third and fourth from left, respectively) and other program
invitees.

his experiences mediating the conflict in Northern
Ireland. The Appellate Mediation Program, which
isadministered by the Circuit Executive's Office,

isthe only volunteer-based mediation program in
the federal appellate system.
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The District Court Mediation Program also
thrived during 2000 and 2001. The court adopted
official mediation rulesin 2001 formalizing proce-
dures that had been in effect since the start of the
program in 1989. A new group of mediators was
trained and added to the court’s existing roster of
mediators. The volunteers continued their good
work by settling many complex, time-consuming
cases. Chief among them was a 212,000-member
classaction that a District Court volunteer media-
tor settled at the end of 2001.

Video-conferencing emerged as an important
new resource for the courts' mediation programs
during the spring of 2001. Theavailability of video-
conferencing greatly reducesthetime and expense
associated with multiple-party litigation, wherethe
litigants are geographically dispersed. Using this
technol ogy, the dispute resol ution program has ac-
commodated mediation sessionswith partiesfrom
locations as distant as Albugquerque, NM and Se-
attle, WA.

Infall 2001 ADR Director Nancy Stanley was
called upon by the U.S. State Department to assist
with a mediation training program for Egyptian
judges. Inmid-November she and threeother U.S.
mediatorswere sent to Egypt to confer with Egyp-
tian judges about a mediation program the Egyp-
tian Ministry of Justice had started ayear earlier.

No record of these two years would be com-
plete without mention of the deaths of three of the
circuit’smost experienced, hardworking mediators
— Myron Baum, Melvin Richter and Bernard
Nordlinger. Mr. Baum and Mr. Richter had been
mediatorsin both the District Court and the Court
of Appeals. Mr. Nordlinger had been one of the
original mediatorsin the Court of Appeals.

SPECIAL CEREMONIES
Portrait Presentations

On October 16, 2000 friends and coll eagues of
former Chief Circuit Judge Abner Mikvagathered
in the Ceremonia Courtroom for the unveiling of
hisofficia portrait. Remarkswere offered by U.S.
Supreme Court Justice John Paul Stevens, Attor-

ney General Janet Reno, Geoffrey R. Stone, Pro-
vost of the University of Chicago, and MarthaW.
Barnett, President of the American Bar Associa
tion.

On November 3, 2000 the judges of the United
States Court of Appeals were joined by all of the
justices of the U.S. Supreme Court and the judges
of the District Court for the unveiling of a portrait
commemorating Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg's

Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg
with portrait artist Simmie Knox

years of service on the D.C. Circuit. Then-Chief
Judge Harry T. Edwards presided over the cer-
emony. Remarks celebrating Justice Ginsburg's
pioneering career as ajurist were offered by Jus-
tice Antonin Scalia; Deborah Jones Merritt, a
former law clerk; Kathleen Peratis, former Direc-
tor of the ACLU Women's Rights Project; and
Professor Herma Hill Kay of the University of
Cdiforniaat Berkeley.

Memorial Service

OnApril 5, 2001 friendsand colleagues attended
amemoria service remembering and celebrating
thelife of the Honorable June L. Green. District
Court Judge Green died suddenly on February 2,
2001 shortly after assuming inactive status as a
senior judge in December 2000. Judges William
B. Bryant and Louis F. Oberdorfer, and attorneys
Raobert J. Higgins, Peter J. Nickles, and Elizabeth
Sara Gere each presented remarksreflecting upon
Judge Green’saccomplishments. Judge Greenwas
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thefourth womanin the history of the Nation to be
appointed to the federal bench.

COURTHOUSE LIFE
Honoring Courthouse Staff

Throughout the year the various court unitsrec-
ognize outstanding employees for their contribu-
tionsto the operation of the circuit. The Court of
Appeals, District Court, Bankruptcy Court, and
Probation Office each have annual employee
award ceremonies. I n addition to outstanding per-
formance, longevity in serviceto thefederal courts
and to the federal government is also recognized.
Retirement cel ebrations bring peopletogether from
acrossthe courthouse to honor those who are leav-
ing the courts after many years of dedicated ser-
vice. As previously noted, there were severa re-
tirement cel ebrations during 2000 and 2001.

Take our Daughters to Work Day

In 2001 the District Court Clerk’s Office spon-
sored aday-long program for the daughters of court
employees. The program was designed to expose
the children to careersin the legal system. Eigh-
teen girls participated. During the program, the
children had the opportunity to observe acourt pro-
ceeding, tour the cellblock, explore the Judges
Library, and witness a panel discussion of lega
issuesby Judge Kesder, Judge Kollar-K otelly, and
Judge Huvelle. They had lunch with then-Chief
Judge NormaHolloway Johnson and al so met with
Magistrate Judge Facciola and Clerk of Court
Nancy Mayer-Whittington. The program empha-
sized court technol ogy and included demonstrations
of a video conference, an electronic courtroom,
and court web page devel opment.

\olunteer Activities

In June 2002 thecircuit will finishitsfifth year
of providing tutorsfor studentsat J. O. Wilson El-
ementary School in northeast Washington. Court
of Appealsstaff organized the tutoring program at

theschool in 1997. District Court employeesjoined
the program in 1999. More than 30 court staff,
law clerks, and judges currently participate, some
of whom contribute their time as often as weekly
to work with selected second graders on building
math and reading skills. Court staff also donate
supplies, books, and gamesto the children and spon-
sor annual end-of-school-year celebrations.

Tutoring program volunteers MaryAnne McMain,
Paul Koster and Diane O’ Brien-Holcomb
sharing in some end-of-year fun

In October 2001 the Domestic Violence Coali-
tion, led by Senior United States Probation Officer
Theresa Grant, held a full month of activities fo-
cusing on the issues of domestic violence and its
prevention. The activities included a variety of
guest speakers, training events, and other educa-
tional projects, such as the annual Clothesline
Project, adisplay highlighting the problem of do-
mestic violence. Thegroup asoled acharity drive
to collect clothing items for victims and families
affected by domestic violence.
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D.C. Circuit Participation
in National Judicial Activities

U.S. Judicial Conference

By statute, the chief policymaking body for the
federal judiciary on the national level isthe U.S.
Judicial Conference. 28 U.S.C. § 331. The Con-
ference, originally known as the Conference of
Senior Judges, was established in 1922. Sincethat
time, the Conference has undergone substantial
modification in composition and responsibility.
Originally, only the chief judge of each circuit par-
ticipated in the Conference; now onedistrict court
judge from each circuit, aswell asall circuit chief
judges, participate. The Conference, which con-
venesin the spring and fall of each year, ischaired
by the Chief Justice of the United States. Chief
Judge DouglasH. Ginsburg and Chief Judge Tho-
mas F. Hogan serve as the D.C. Circuit’s repre-
sentatives.

The Conference oversees all major aspects of
national judicial administration. This broad man-
dateincludesresponsihility for formulating policy,
establishing national standards, devel oping the fed-
eral judiciary’ sbudget for presentation to Congress,
evaluating judicial work loads, and recommending
and commenting on legidlation that affectsjudicial
operations.

Most of the work of the Conference is accom-
plished by an extensive network of standing and
special committees. Federa judges from across
the nation serve as members of the committees,
and the Administrative Office and the Federal Ju-
dicial Center provide staff support. The Chief Jus-
tice makes committee appointmentsfor three-year
terms. Generally, judges do not serve more than
two consecutive terms on any one committee.

Asinthepast, the D.C. Circuit continuesto be
well-represented on Conference committees. The

following D.C. Circuit judgeswere serving on Con-
ference committees at the close of 2001:

Chief District Judge Thomas F. Hogan
The Executive Committee

District Judge James Robertson
Committee on Automation and Technology

Circuit Judge Judith W. Rogers
Committee on Codes of Conduct

District Judge Gladys Kessler
Committee on Court Administration and
Case Management

District Judge Emmet G. Sullivan
Committeeon Criminal Law

District Judge Henry H. Kennedy, Jr.
Committee on Defender Services

District Judge Colleen Kollar-Kotelly
Committee on Financial Disclosure

Circuit Judge Merrick B. Garland
Committee on the Judicial Branch

Circuit Judge David S. Tatel
Committee on Judicial Resources

District Judge Paul Friedman
Advisory Committeeon Criminal Rules

District Judge Ricardo M. Urbina
Committee on Security and Facilities
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Report of Chief Judge DOUGLAS H. GINSBURG

In reflecting upon my first months as Chief Judge, | realize how lucky | am to have taken the helm of an
organization that already runs so smoothly. | have the good fortune of being surrounded by some very
dedicated people who have made the transition into my current role as Chief Judge an easy one. My
colleagues on the Court of Appealswere extremely supportiveas| began to learn theropesinvolved with the
court’smanagement and administration. The court’skey managers, including Jill Sayenga, Circuit Executive;
Joan Fegan, Deputy Circuit Executive; Mark Langer, Clerk of the Court; Marilyn Sargent, Chief Deputy
Clerk; Martha Tomich, Director of the Legal Division; Mark Butler, Special Counsel to the Clerk; Nancy
Padgett, Librarian; and Theresa Santella, Deputy Librarian, have been invaluable in maintaining the court’s
operationsin aseamlessfashion. Their dedication to the court and the high professionalism with which they
approach every task is truly extraordinary. The court is also blessed with an outstanding staff of legal
secretaries, case processors, administrators, staff attorneys, automation technicians, procurement specialists,
and law clerks. | rest easy knowing that | am surrounded by so many able people.

I would be remissif | did not mention also how thankful | am for the outstanding job that Judge Edwards
did during his seven years as Chief Judge. Judge Edwards |eft the court in a much better condition than he
found it, and | am adirect beneficiary of many of the procedures and processes that he put into place. Judge
Edwards made significant stridesin organizing and streamlining the inner workings of the court. He put his
heart and soul into the court and his dedication to, and vision for, the court isunsurpassed. Several of Judge
Edwards' prioritiesfor the court will continueto be my priorities becausethey are crucial to the mission of the
court. Theseinclude:

*  maintaining collegia relationsamong thejudges;

*  maintaining good and respectful relationswith our colleagues on the District Court;
*  ensuring that the court’s automation services are “state of the art”;

e continuing to speed up case disposition times; and

e developing strong training and eval uation programsfor all staff functions.

In addition to these ongoing objectives, my primary focus over the next few yearswill bethe construction
of the new courthouse annex to be located east of the existing courthouse, along Third Street. The official
groundbreaking for the annex occurred on April 8, 2002 at a lovely ceremony held in a tent outside the
courthouse. We had a wonderful panel of speakers at the groundbreaking ceremony including Vice Presi-
dent Richard Cheney, Chief Justice William Rehnquist, Chief Judge Thomas Hogan, Congresswoman Eleanor
Holmes Norton, and GSA Administrator Stephen Perry. The Noticeto Proceed wasissued onApril 15, 2002
and theinitial stages of construction have begun. Construction will take approximately two and ahalf years,
to befollowed by renovation of the existing building for an additional threeyears.

During the construction phase, it isour goal to have all court operationsrun without interruption. Our hope
isthat the only change from the public’s perspectiveisthat the courthouse isno longer accessible from Third
Street. In order to keep court staff and the public up-to-date on the progress of the annex and any construc-
tion woes that might arise, an annex information center will be set up in the lobby of the existing building.

As aresult of the horrific events of September 11, 2001, the court has changed many of its interna
operating procedures in an effort to be ever vigilant about safety and security concerns. In particular, the
court has made major changes in the way in which mail is handled and deliveries are made throughout the
courthouse. In addition, we have devel oped contingency plans so the court’s operations may continue during
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astate of emergency. Itismy goal to ensure that the safety and security of the courthouse and of the people
who enter the building are never compromised.

When traces of anthrax were detected in aremote facility that processes Supreme Court mail, the deci-
sion was made to close the Supreme Court building pending further tests. When it became evident that the
building would not be ableto reopenin timefor argumentsthe following Monday, the Supreme Court put into
action thelong-standing memorandum of understanding it had with the D.C. Circuit and moved itsarguments
to our courthouse. This was an historic event because it was the only time the High Court has heard
arguments outsi de the Supreme Court building sinceit openedin 1935.

The staff at the D.C. Circuit did a Herculean job to ensure that our ceremonial courtroom was set up to
replicate as closely as possible the layout of the Supreme Court’s own courtroom, that the Justices had work
spaces, and that all security measureswerein place. The Supreme Court’stransition into their new quarters
went smoothly and lasted for three days before the Justices were able to return “home.”

Another noteworthy event that occurred in the 2000-2001 Term wasthe court’s handling of the Microsoft
cases. These appeals were not ordinary cases and they presented a myriad of special case management
challenges. Because of the high degree of public and pressinterest in the cases, a set of web pages on the
court’s Internet site was designed to make electronic versions of all docketed materials, as well as commu-
nicationsfrom the court, availableto the partiesand publicin real time. The Administrative Office of the U.S.
Courts provided the court with apilot version of an appellate electronic casefiling (ECF) system and, with a
littletraining, the partieswere essentially ableto file and to docket their own pleadings (subject to review by
Clerk’s Office staff). Also as part of the ECF system, interested parties could sign up for e-mail notification
of new pleadingsthrough alink on the court’sweb site. More than 300 members of the press and the public
eventually took advantage of this notification system and we believeit significantly cut down upon the num-
ber of phone calls made to the Clerk’s Office about the Microsoft cases.

Another novel case-management technique adopted by the court for the Microsoft cases was the use of
CD-Roms. The partieswereinstructed to file their briefsin CD-Rom format with hyperlinksto every case,
statute, or other document cited in the briefs. The judges and their law clerks were thus provided with a
virtual portablelibrary of all the documentsand casesreferred to inthe briefs. The use of the CD-Romswas
instrumental in hel ping to manage what could otherwise have been amountain of filings.

Not only was the case-management aspect of the Microsoft cases a challenge, but it became clear that
the press and the public’s interest in attending the Microsoft arguments was enormous. A pass system was
devised for those seats not reserved for the general public and a live audio feed of the argument was
broadcast viathe pool lines of the major networks and streamed onto the Internet. A tremendous amount of
work went into coordinating the broadcast arrangements for the arguments and the court’s staff deserves
high praise for the effort that went into making the two-day, seven-hour broadcast a technological success.

The third major event that occurred since the last Chief Judge’s report was the celebration marking the
circuit’'s 200th year of service to the District of Columbia and to the Nation. On March 8 and 9, 2001 the
Historical Society of the District of Columbia Circuit, chaired by Judge Louis F. Oberdorfer, sponsored an
excellent symposium of addresses and panel discussions. The Executive Director of the bicentennial sympo-
sium, former Circuit Executive Linda Ferren, helped oversee al of the logistics for the event.

The symposium, held over two days and in two venues, began at the courthouse with opening remarks
from then-Chief Judge Edwards. Keynote speaker Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg followed with afascinating
two-part address about the importance of the bicentennial celebration. The keynote addresswasfollowed by
atributeto the U.S. District Court, given by then-Chief Judge NormaHolloway Johnson. Thefirst day was
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wrapped up with an enlightening panel discussion entitled “ The District Court and Its Constitutionally Unique
Roles.”

The second day of the celebration, which was held at the Ronald Reagan International Trade Center,
began with asecond panel discussion: “Constitutional ConfrontationsintheD.C. Circuit Courts.” Thethird
panel discussion, “The Special Contributions of the D.C. Circuit toAdministrative Law,” wasfollowed by the
luncheon address of Chief Justice William H. Rehnquist. The fourth and final panel discussion, “Equality
Decisions of the D.C. Circuit Courts,” proved a fitting end to two days of stimulating, thought-provoking
events.

Many of the accomplishments recounted above would not have been possible without the dedication and
hard work of the court’s automation staff. The court is fortunate that Judge Edwards has agreed to head its
Automation Committee, thus continuing to keep the court at the cutting edge of technology. In order to
reduce paperwork and to simplify the court’s operations, the court is undertaking many automation-rel ated
projects, such as: (1) modifying the application that all owsjudgesto vote on motions viacomputer, not only to
allow the judges electronically to record their votes on a particular motion but also to access any written
recommendations made by the legal staff, proposed orders, and, in the near future, scanned versions of
pleadings; (2) installing an instant messaging program on computersin the courtroom and all offices; and (3)
updating the court’s basic hardware and software.

I conclude my report by noting the significant changes that have occurred over the last few yearsin the
composition of the court. Although authorized by statuteto have 12 active judges, the Court of Appeals now
has only eight active judges — myself and Judges Edwards, Sentelle, Henderson, Randolph, Rogers, Tatel,
and Garland. Inaddition, there are two senior judges— Judge Silberman, who took senior statusin Novem-
ber 2000, and Judge Williams, who took senior status in September 2001. The last time the court was down
to eight active judges was for a brief period in 1980 when 11 judgeships were authorized. As| write this,
there are two nominations pending before the Senate, but it is unclear when they will be acted upon. Itis
clear, however, that if the court does not have additional judges soon, our ability to manage our workloadin a
timely fashionwill be compromised.

In addition to changes in the composition of the court, there have been significant changes in the court
staff. InJuly 2001 Joan P. Fegan became the new Deputy Circuit Executive, after serving asAdministrative
Officer for the United States Attorney’s Office for the District of Columbia. Former Deputy Circuit Execu-
tive LindaElliott accepted apart-time position in the Circuit Executive's Office as Special Counsel for Legal
Affairs and Community Outreach. On July 27, 2001 the court bid a fond farewell to Legal Coordinator
Raobert Bonner. Bob served the Court of Appeals for more than 28 years. In the words of Clerk Mark
Langer, Bob isawellspring of “unmatched institutional memory [and] his departure will represent an enor-
mous loss to the Clerk’s Office.” Nancy Dunn, formerly an attorney in the Legal Division of the Clerk’s
Office, was appointed the new Deputy Special Counsel to the Clerk, the position that was created to replace
the Legal Coordinator position.

Finally, the court al so owes an enormous debt of gratitude to the many volunteerswho assist the court by
serving as mediators and on our advisory committees. On behalf of the court, | extend our sincere apprecia-
tion to these dedicated members of the bar who serve the court so ably.

DouglasH. Ginsburg
Chief Judge
United States Court of Appeals
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United States Court of Appeals
for the District of Columbia Circuit

DOUGLAS H. GINSBURG

Chief Judge Ginsburg was appointed to the United States Court of Appeals
in October 1986. He became Chief Judge of the circuit in July 2001. He
was graduated from Cornell University (B.S. 1970) and from the Univer-
sity of Chicago Law School (J.D. 1973). Following law school, Chief Judge
Ginsburg clerked for Judge Carl McGowan of the U.S. Court of Appeals
for theD.C. Circuit and for U.S. Supreme Court Justice Thurgood Marshall.
From 1975 to 1983 he was a professor at Harvard Law School. He then
served as Deputy Assistant Attorney General for Regulatory Affairs, Anti-
trust Division, U.S. Department of Justice, from 1983 to 1984; Administra-
tor, Information and Regulatory Affairs, OMB, from 1984 to 1985; and
Assistant Attorney General, Antitrust Division, U.S. Department of Justice,
from 1985 to 1986.

HARRY T. EDWARDS

Judge Edwards was appointed to the U.S. Court of Appeals in February
1980. He served as Chief Judge of the circuit from September 1994 until
July 2001. He graduated from Cornell University in 1962 and the University
of Michigan Law School in 1965. Judge Edwards practiced law in Chicago
from 1965 to 1970. He was then a tenured member of the faculties at the
University of Michigan Law School, where he taught from 1970 to 1975
and 1977 to 1980, and at Harvard Law School, where he taught from 1975
to 1977. He aso taught at the Harvard Institute for Educational Manage-
ment between 1976 and 1982. He served as a member and then Chairman
of the Board of Directorsof AMTRAK from 1978 to 1980, and also served
asaneutral labor arbitrator under a number of major collective bargaining
agreements during the 1970s. Judge Edwards has co-authored four books
and published scores of law review articles on labor law, higher education
law, federal courts, legal education, professionalism, and judicial administra-
tion. Sincejoiningthe court, he hastaught law at Harvard, Michigan, Duke,
Pennsylvania, Georgetown, and, most recently, NY U Law Schaool.
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DAVID B. SENTELLE

Judge Sentelle was appointed United States Circuit Judgein October 1987.
He is a 1968 graduate of the University of North Carolina Law School.
Following law schooal, he practiced with the firm of Ussell & Dumont until
he became an Assistant U.S. Attorney in Charlotte, N.C. in 1970. From
197410 1977 he served as aNorth Carolina State District Judge but |eft the
benchin 1977 to become apartner with the firm of Tucker, Hicks, Sentelle,
Moon & Hodge. In 1985 Judge Sentelle joined the U.S. District Court,
Western District of North Carolina, in Asheville, where he served until his
appointment to the D.C. Circuit. Judge Sentelle is the Presiding Judge of
the Special Division for the Purpose of Appointing Independent Counsels
(1992-present). Judge Sentelle serves as President of the Edward Bennett
Williams Inn of the American Inns of Court.

KAREN LECRAFT HENDERSON

Judge Henderson was appointed United States Circuit Judge in July 1990.
She received her undergraduate degree from Duke University and her law
degree from the University of North Carolina. Following law schoal, she
wasin private practice in Chapel Hill, North Carolina. From 1973 to 1983
she waswith the Office of the South Carolina Attorney General, ultimately
in the position of Deputy Attorney General. In 1983 shereturned to private
practice asamember of the firm of Sinkler, Gibbs & Simons of Charleston
and Columbia, South Carolina. In June 1986 Judge Henderson was ap-
pointed United States District Judgefor the District of South Carolinawhere
she served until her appointment to the D.C. Circuit.
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A. RAYMOND RANDOLPH

Judge Randolph was appointed United States Circuit Judge in July 1990.
He is a graduate of Drexel University (1966) and the University of Penn-
sylvania Law School (summa cum laude 1969). After clerking for Judge
Henry J. Friendly of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit,
Judge Randolph served as an Assistant to the U.S. Salicitor General from
197010 1973, and from 1975 to 1977 asa Deputy Solicitor General. From
1979 to 1980 Judge Randol ph was Specia Counsel to the Ethics Committee
of the U.S. House of Representatives. He has also served as Special As-
sistant Attorney General for Utah, Montana, and New Mexico. Prior to his
appointment to the bench hewas a partner with the firm of Pepper, Hamilton
& Scheetz. Judge Randolph has taught courses in civil procedure and in-
junctionsat Georgetown University Law Center and isaDistinguished Pro-
fessor of Law at George Mason Law School, teaching advanced constitu-
tional law. He served on the U.S. Judicial Conference’s Codes of Conduct
Committee as a member (1992-1995) and as chairman (1995- 1998).

JUDITH W. ROGERS

Judge Rogerswas appointed to the United States Court of Appealsin March
1994. Sheisagraduate of Radcliffe College and Harvard Law School and
has a Master of Laws degree from the University of Virginia Law School.
She has served as an Assistant U.S. Attorney for the District of Columbia
and as atrial attorney in the U.S. Department of Justice. In the Office of
the U.S. Deputy Attorney General, she worked on the D.C. Court Reform
and Criminal Procedure Act of 1970. She was also General Counsel to the
congressional commission on the organization of the District government
and, thereafter, Specia Assistant to the Mayor for federal and District of
Columbialegislation. She was appointed Corporation Counsel for the Dis-

 trict of Columbiain 1979. In 1983 she was appointed Associate Judge of

the D.C. Court of Appeals and served as Chief Judge from 1988 until her
appointment to the D.C. Circuit.
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DAVID S. TATEL

- Judge Tatel was appointed to the United States Court of Appealsin Octo-
ber 1994. He graduated from the University of Michigan in 1963 and the
University of Chicago Law School in 1966. Following law school, hetaught
for ayear at the University of Michigan Law School and then went into
private practice with thefirm of Sidley & Austinin Chicago. From 1969 to
1970 he served as Director of the Chicago Lawyers Committee for Civil
Rights Under Law, then returned to Sidley & Austin until 1972, when he
became Director of the National Lawyers Committeefor Civil Rights Under
Law inWashington, D.C. From 1974 to 1977 hereturned to private practice
as associate and partner with Hogan & Hartson, where he headed the
firm’s Community Services Department. He also served as General Coun-
sel for the newly created Legal Services Corporation from 1975t0 1976. In
1977 Judge Tatel became the Director of the Office for Civil Rights, U.S.
Department of Health, Education and Welfare. He returned to Hogan &
Hartson in 1979, where he headed the firm’s education group until his ap-
pointment to the D.C. Circuit.

MERRICK B. GARLAND

Judge Garland was appointed to the United States Court of Appealsin April
1997. He graduated from Harvard College (summa cum laude) in 1974
and Harvard Law School (magna cum laude) in 1977. Following gradua-
tion, he served aslaw clerk to Judge Henry J. Friendly of the U.S. Court of
Appealsfor the Second Circuit and to U.S. Supreme Court Justice William
J. Brennan, Jr. From 1979 to 1981 he was Special Assistant to the Attorney
General of the United States. He then joined the law firm of Arnold &

Porter, where he was a partner from 1985 to 1989 and from 1992 to 1993.
He served as an Assistant U.S. Attorney for the District of Columbiafrom
1989 to 1992 and as Deputy Assistant Attorney General in the Criminal
Division of the U.S. Department of Justice from 1993 to 1994. From 1994
until hisappointment asU.S. Circuit Judge, Judge Garland served asPrinci-
pal Associate Deputy Attorney General, where hisresponsibilitiesincluded
the supervision of the Oklahoma City bombing and UNABOM prosecu-
tions. He hastaught antitrust law at Harvard Law School and has served as
co-chair of the administrative law section of the District of ColumbiaBar.
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Senior Judges

LAURENCE H. SILBERMAN

Judge Silberman was appointed United States Circuit Judgein October 1985
and took senior statuson November 1, 2000. He graduated from Dartmouth
Collegein 1957 and Harvard Law School in 1961. He has been a partner in
law firms in Honolulu and Washington, D.C., as well as a banker in San
Francisco. He served in government as an attorney in the NLRB'’s appel-
late section, Solicitor of the Department of Labor from 1969 to 1970,
Undersecretary of Labor from 1970 to 1973, Deputy Attorney General of
the United States from 1974 to 1975, and Ambassador to Yugoslaviafrom
1975 to 1977. From 1981 to 1985 he served as a member of the General
Advisory Committee on Arms Control and Disarmament and the Depart-
ment of Defense Policy Board. He was an adjunct professor of administra-
tivelaw at Georgetown University Law Center from 1987 to 1994, in 1997,
and from 1999 to 2001; at NY U from 1995 to 1996; and at Harvard in 1998.
Currently, heisteaching administrative law and labor law at Georgetown.

STEPHEN F. WILLIAMS

Judge Williamswas appointed to the United States Court of Appealsin June
1986 and took senior status on September 30, 2001. He graduated from
Yale College (B.A. 1958) and from Harvard Law School (J.D. 1961). Judge
Williamswas engaged in private practice from 1962 to 1966 and became an
Assistant U.S. Attorney for the Southern District of New York in 1966.
From 1969 until his appointment to the bench, Judge Williamstaught at the
University of Colorado School of Law. During thistime, healso served asa
visiting professor of law at UCLA, University of Chicago Law School, and
Southern Methodist University and was a consultant to the Administrative
Conference of the United States and the Federal Trade Commission.
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retired Judge

JAMES L. BUCKLEY

Judge Buckley was appointed United States Circuit Judge in December
1985 and took senior statusin September 1996. Judge Buckley retired from
active senior status in September 2000. He graduated from Yale College,
receivingaB.A. in 1943, and from Yale Law Schooal, receivingan LL.B. in
1949. Judge Buckley was engaged in private practice from 1949 until 1958
when he became an Officer and Director of The Catawba Corporation.
From 1971 to 1977, he served as a United States Senator. In 1977 he was
engaged in private sector activities, but reentered government service as
Undersecretary for Security Assistance, Department of Statein 1981. From
1982 to 1985 Judge Buckley was President of Radio Free Europe/Radio

Liberty.
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Office of the Clerk of the Court of Appeals

TheClerk’sOfficeis
responsiblefor man-
aging the case load
of the court, pro-
cessing all case-re-
lated documents,
maintaining court
records, and serving
ascentral legal staff
of the Court of Ap-
peals. The Office
servesasthecourt’s
liaison with attor-
neys, litigants, and
thegenera public. It
also provides statistical, financial, personnel, prop-
erty, procurement and internal mail servicestothe
court. Inaddition, the Clerk isresponsiblefor pro-
cessing complaints of judicial misconduct or dis-
ability and for servicing the court’s Special Divi-
sion for the Appointment of Independent Coun-
sels.

Mark Langer
Clerk of Court

After a mgjor reorganization in 1995, the
Clerk’sOfficewasdivided into threedivisions: Ad-
ministrative, Operations, and Legal. The Adminis-
trative Divisionisresponsiblefor such support func-
tionsas courtroom services, personnel, recordsman-
agement, procurement, facility management, finan-
cial administration, and mail services. The Opera-
tionsDivision handlesall case processing functions,
the scheduling of the court’s calendar, intake, at-
torney admissions, and issuance of opinions. The
Legal Division, formerly the Office of the Chief
Staff Counsel, has three primary areas of respon-
sibility: making recommendationsand preparing dis-
positionsin contested motionsand emergency mat-
ters, screening and classifying new appeals, and
making recommendations in Circuit Rule 34(j)
cases. The Legal Division also screens cases for
inclusioninthe Appellate M ediation Program and
assistswith the management of complex casesun-
der the 1986 Case Management Plan and civil
casesdesignated for treatment under the 1978 Civil
Appeals Management Plan.
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U.S. Court of Appeals Advisory Committees

The United States Court of Appeals relies on its advisory committees for assistance in carrying out certain
administrative tasks and for expert advice on issues that affect attorneys practicing before the court.

Advisory Committee on Procedures

The Advisory Committee on Procedureswas established by the Judicial Council for the District of Columbia
Circuit in June 1976 in response to recommendations made by the Commission on Review of the Federal
Court of Appeals System, aso known asthe Hruska Commission. Since 1982 the Court of Appeals hasbeen
the appointing authority for the committee. The committee was one of the first of itskind in the Nation.

In accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 2077(b), the committee is charged with studying the rules and internal
operating procedures of the Court of Appealsand making recommendationsto the court on possibleimprove-
ments. The committee is specifically authorized to develop and implement projects and studies on matters
affecting the administration of justice in the circuit, either at the request of the court or onitsown initiative.
The Advisory Committee on Procedures also serves as liaison between the court and the bar.

The committee consists of 15 members of the bar. The court has endeavored to appoint committee members
who represent variousinterestswithin the bar. At the close of 2001 the members of the Advisory Committee
on Procedures were:

Maureen E. Mahoney, Chair

Henk Brands Mark|. Levy

JohnR. Fisher Gerad P. Norton
Kenneth S. Geller VirginiaA. Seitz
William Kanter CliffordM. Soan

A. J. Kramer Patty Merkamp Stemler
Stephen C. Leckar Jennifer N. Waters
DavidG. Letch Joseph A. Yablonski

JudgeA. Raymond Randolph, Liaison
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Advisory Committee on Admissions and Grievances

The Advisory Committee on Admissions and Grievances assists the court with two of its most difficult
administrative tasks: acting on applications for admission to the court’s bar and acting on complaints of
attorney misconduct or neglect. The court may refer to the committee any accusation or suggestion of
misconduct or neglect by any member of the bar of the court with respect to a professional matter. The
committee may conduct an investigation, hold a hearing, and report on the matter as the court deems advis-
able. In addition, the committee investigates and recommends action on problems that arise in connection
with applications for admission to the court’sbar. The members of the Advisory Committee on Admissions
and Grievances at the close of 2001 were:

Hamilton P Fox I11, Chair

Mary Patrice Brown
Christopher M. Curran
WilliamL. Gardner
Neil |. Levy
MarthaPurcell Rogers

Judge JudithW. Rogers, Liaison

Criminal Justice Act Panel Committee

The Criminal Justice Act (CJA) Panel Committee, established in 1991 pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3006(a),
compilesthelist of attorneys eligibleto receive CJA appointments by periodically receiving and evaluating
applications from interested counsel. The committee also conducts an annual review and evaluation of the
CJA Plan and recommends any changes deemed necessary. The committee consists of two active circuit
judges, the Federal Public Defender, and two private attorneys experienced in criminal law, one of whomis
on the CJA appointmentslist. The current members of the CJA Panel Committee are:

Judge Stephen F. Williams, Chair

JudgeDavidB. Sentelle
Barry Coburn
A.J. Kramer

ElizabethG. Taylor
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Task Force on Electronic Filing

The Task Force on Electronic Filing was established in December 1997 to study theissue of electronic filing
and to recommend to the court any rules necessary to permit, encourage or require electronic filing of
motions, briefs, records or other documents. Thetask force consists of members of the court’s staff, along
with attorneys from private law firms, non-profit organizations, regulatory agencies, the Department of Jus-
tice, and the Federal Public Defender. The current members of the Task Force on Electronic Filing are:

DouglasN. Letter, Chair

Kenneth C. Bassl || A.J. Kramer

Susan J. Court Mark J. Langer

Mark L. Evans John M. Nannes
Kenneth S. Geller C. Grey Pash, Jr.

Jack N. Goodman Tracy Hauser Scarrow
Steven S. Kaplan
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U.S. Court of Appeals Work load Information

Casefilingsrose modestly from 1999 to 2000, then dropped by eight percent in 2001. The proportion of case
types, however, remained relatively stable, with agency cases accounting for more than 35 percent of the
caseload each year. Whileterminationsdeclined over the period, the declineinfilingsleft the court’s pending
caseload virtually unchanged.

Case load Summary 1999-2001

1999 2000 Change 2001 Change
Filings 1440 1478 3% 1362 -
Terminations 1605 1434 -11% 1402 -2%
Pending 1247 1290 3% 1250 -

Case load Summary 1997-2001
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Average lead Case Processing Time (days) 1999-2001

Average case processing times remained relatively stable.
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* Figuresrepresent lead cases argued in calendar year indicated.
** Figuresrepresent argued lead casesterminated in calendar year indicated.
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Average Time from Filing to Disposition (days) 1999-2001

The average time from the filing of anew case to dispaosition dropped by 28 percent between 1999 and
2000 and has remained fairly constant since that time.
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Average Age of Pending Cases (days)* 1999-2001
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| All Cases ™ m Active Cases
| All Criminal Cases

* Cases pending as of December 31 of the calendar year indicated.
**|ncludes cases held in abeyance.
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The statistics continue to demonstrate that the overwhelming percentage of the court’s decisions, both pub-

lished and unpublished, are unanimous.

1999 2000 2001
Percentage of all
dispositions that 1.8% 1.6% 0.9%
include full or (22 dissents out of (18 dissentsout of | (10 dissents out of
partial dissent 1253 digpositions) 1128 dispositions) | 1109 dispositions)
(lead casesonly)
Percentage of
published opinions 8.9% 7.8% 4.8%
that include full or | (22 dissents out of (18dissentsout of | (10 dissents out of
partial dissent 247 opinions) 232 opinions) 210 opinions)
(lead casesonly)

There has been little change with respect to the percentage of reversals and/or remands over the past two

years or to the percentage of dispositionsthat result in a published opinion.

1999 2000 2001
Percentage of 13.5% 14.2% 8.2%
reversals and (91 reversalsand (83 reversasand (49reversasad
remands of all remands out of 672 remands out of 586 | remands out of 597
lead case terminations) terminations) terminations)
dispositions
terminated onthe
merits
Percentage of 37.2% 37.9% 36.5%
decisions (250 published (222 published (218 published
published for al decisions out of 672 decisions out of decisions out of
lead case terminations) 586 terminations) 597 terminations)
dispositions
terminated onthe
merits

NOTE: These figures are for dispositions in lead cases only. “Terminated on the merits’ includes orders by the Specia Panel,

judgments and opinions.
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Report of Chief Judge thomas f hogan

I am honored to submit my first report as Chief Judge of the District Court. On June 18, 2001, the
Honorable Norma Holloway Johnson retired from regular active service to senior status, having served for
nearly four years as the court’s first female Chief Judge. With less than one year on the job, | have new
appreciation for the fine work of my predecessors.

In 2001 the District Court welcomed two new judges. The Honorable Reggie B. Walton and the Honor-
able John D. Bates were sworn in as United States District Judges on October 29, 2001, and December 20,
2001, respectively. Prior to Judge Walton's appointment, he served as an Associate Judge of the Superior
Court for the District of Columbiafrom 1991 to 2001, and from 1981 to 1989. During 1989 to 1991, Judge
Walton was the Associate Director of the Office of National Drug Control Policy in the Executive Office of
the President. Prior to Judge Bates' appointment, he was a partner with the law firm, Miller & Chevalier, in
Washington, D.C., and was a member of the firm's Executive Committee. Judge Bates served as an
Assistant United States Attorney for the District of Columbiafrom 1980 to 1997, and was Chief of its Civil
Divisionfrom 1987 to 1997.

On January 31, 2002, the Honorable Thomas Penfield Jackson retired from regular active service to
senior status. Judge Jackson joined Senior Judges William B. Bryant, Louis F. Oberdorfer, John Garrett
Penn, and NormaHolloway Johnson in giving this court one of the most experienced cadres of senior judges
in the country.

On March 20, 2002, the Honorable Richard J. Leon was swornin asa United States District Judge. Prior
to Judge Leon’s appointment, he was a partner in the law firm, Vorys, Sater, Seymour and Pease LLP. Judge
Leon also served at the U. S. Department of Justice from 1983 to 1989, as a Senior Trial Attorney in the
Criminal Section of the Tax Division and as the Deputy Assistant Attorney General in the Environment &
Natural Resources Division. The addition of Judges Walton, Bates, and Leon has increased the number of
active judges to 14 — one less than the court’s full complement of 15.

On January 31, 2001, the Honorable Thomas F. Flannery assumed inactive status as a senior judge. He
joined the court more than 29 years ago on December 20, 1971, and on May 10, 1985, retired from regular
active serviceto senior status. The Honorable Stanley Harrisretired from office asaUnited States District
Judge on June 2, 2001. He joined the court more than 17 years ago on December 2, 1983, and retired from
regular active service to senior status on February 1, 1996. On July 1, 2001, the Honorable Joyce Hens
Green assumed inactive status as a senior judge. She joined the court more than 22 years ago on June 27,
1979, and retired from regular active service to senior status on July 1, 1995. She has graciously agreed to
help usin our work when needed. We are grateful for the tremendous contributions that Judges Flannery,
Harris, and Green have made to the court and to the bar.

On Friday, February 2, 2001, the court suffered the loss of the Honorable June L. Green. Judge Green
joined this court on June 18, 1968. She retired from regular active service to senior status on January 15,
1984, and assumed inactive status as a senior judge on December 31, 2000. Asatria attorney and as the
second female federal tria judge in the District of Columbia, Judge Green was a role model to women
lawyers. The Honorable Joyce Hens Green best described our beloved friend and colleague in a Legal
Times article entitled, “ A Judge and a Gentlewoman.” Judge Joyce Hens Green wrate, “ Judge Green went
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where othersdo not walk, giving unsparingly of self, reaching out to help, shunning publicity. Her faithinthe
worth of people never wavered.” The Honorable June L. Green is greatly missed.

On June 30, 2000, Mr. Donald W. Horton was swornin asthe U. S. Marshal for the District of Columbia.
Mr. Horton had served asthe acting U.S. Marshal sincethe spring of 1998. OnAugust 20, 2001, Mr. Roscoe
C. Howard, Jr. was sworn in as the United States Attorney for the District of Columbia. Prior to this
appointment, he was a professor at the University of Kansas School of Law.

The court isfortunate to have what | consider to be some of the best district and magistrate judgesin the
country. Our judges play vital rolesin court governance. Inaddition to their case management responsibili-
ties, the following judges have been appointed to work on Judicial Conference Committees:

Chief Judge Thomas F. Hogan The Executive Committee of the U.S. Judicial Conference
Judge James Robertson Committee on Automation and Technology

Judge Gladys Kessler Committee on Court Administration and Case Management
Judge Emmet G. Sullivan Committeeon Criminal Law

Judge Henry H. Kennedy, Jr. Committee on Defender Services

Judge Colleen Kollar-Kotelly Committee on Financial Disclosure

Judge Paul L. Friedman Advisory Committee on Criminal Rules

Judge Ricardo M. Urbina Committee on Security and Facilities

In March of 2001, the District Court had the unique experience of celebrating its bicentennial. The
celebration, sponsored by The Historical Society of the District of Columbia Circuit, featured a two-day
symposium that explored and celebrated the rich heritage of the federal courts in the Nation’s Capital.
Events began on Thursday, March 8, 2001, at 2:00 p.m. in the Ceremonia Courtroom of the E. Barrett
Prettyman U.S. Courthouse and continued on Friday, March 9, 2001, at the Ronald Reagan International
Trade Center. Chief Justice William H. Rehnquist, together with Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg and Justice
Antonin Scaliaand ahost of judges, scholars, and distinguished practitioners participated in aseries of panel
discussions and lectures examining various aspects of the unique role of the federal courtsin the District of
Columbia. The District Court istruly indebted to Judge L ouis F. Oberdorfer who chaired the event and the
Historical Society of the District of Columbia Circuit for presenting an enjoyable program.

Alsoin celebration of the court’s bicentennial, on March 16, 2001, mock hearings involving some of the
circuit’slandmark decisions affecting schools or school-age children were expertly presented by 60 local high
school students before judges and magistrate judges of the District Court. The teenagers argued in six
courtrooms before six demanding judges — Judges Gladys Kessler, Henry H. Kennedy, Jr., Ellen Segal
Huvelle, Richard W. Roberts and M agistrate Judges Deborah A. Robinson and John M. Facciola. The event
was organized by Judge Henry H. Kennedy, Jr., and chaired by Phyllis Thompson, a partner at Covington &
Burling, who helped to recruit 60 volunteer attorneysto assist the students.

In the 1998 & 1999 Report, we advised that our court was chosen as one of five courts to assist the
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts in defining and developing a system that would enable courts to
create el ectronic casefilesand implement electronic filingsover the Internet. On January 8, 2001, we began
accepting pleadings electronically in alimited number of cases under the new Case M anagement/Electronic
Case Filing (CM/ECF) Program. For attorneys who participate in the program, the benefits of CM/ECF
include 24-hour availability; remote viewing of files and documents via an Internet connection; local docu-
ment printing; improved noticing to parties; and concurrent and immediate access to case files. As of
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January 2002, there are 400 attorney users, 317 casesin the CM/ECF program, and five judges who receive
new civil caseassignmentsin CM/ECF. By theend of thisyear, dl civil filingsto the court, with the exception
of pro se cases, will be done electronically.

In 2001, the District Court invited local high schoolsto participatein anew educational outreach event for
high school juniorsand their teachers. The program, “ Open Doors of Justice: The Bill of RightsinYour Life,”
was sponsored by the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts and wasthefirst part of along-term commit-
ment to establish federal courtsascivic literacy partnerswith local academic communities. On October 25,
2001, Judges Gladys Kessler, Ricardo M. Urbina, and Emmet G. Sullivan hosted this event which brought
judges, high school teachers and studentstogether in the courthouse to enhance public knowledge and under-
standing of the federal court system. Twenty students from each school — Banneker Senior High School,
Bell Multicultural High School, and St. Albans — made the program a success. The assistance provided by
Blanche L. Bruce, L. Jackson Thomas, and Jennifer Anderson of the U.S. Attorney’s Office and Erica J.
Hashimoto, Michelle Peterson, and Gregory Poe of the Office of the Federal Public Defender is greatly
appreciated.

The incidents and threats involving anthrax in October 2001 caused the court to experience delaysin
receiving mail throughthe U. S. Postal Servicefor several weeks. Courthouse mail had been routed through
the Brentwood facility in Washington, D.C., where anthrax contamination had been found. New inspection
and processing procedures for receiving mail were implemented. In response to both the tragedies of Sep-
tember 11, 2001, and the incidents involving anthrax, our court hosted a “Bio-terrorism and the Courts”
seminar sponsored by the Law and Science Academy of The Einstein Institute for Science, Health & the
Courts (EINSHAC) on November 16, 2001. More than 82 judges were in attendance to hear and question
adistinguished panel of microbiologists, toxicologists, and public health experts. The event was chaired by
Judge John Garrett Penn, Chair of EINSHAC's Law and Science Academy Governing Committee.

Each year, the District Court welcomes many outside groups and individuals to the courthouse. In each
of the past two years, arealaw schools used courthouse facilities for moot court exercises on more than 50
separate visits. The International Law Students Association held its annual World Championship Round of
The Philip C. Jessup International Law Moot Court Competitions during the spring of 2000 and 2001. The
22" and 239 annual National Institute for Trial Advocacy programs also were held at the courthouse, along
with its Tournament of Champions Trial Advocacy Competition held in November 2001. American Inns of
Court, high schools, and government agencies continue to be welcomed annually. In addition, the court
hosted visiting judges from many foreign countries, including Bangladesh, China, Egypt, India, Japan,
M ozambique, Nigeria, the Philippines, and Spain.

Each month the District Court holds ceremonies for new attorneys admitted to the bar of this court and
for individuals who have met the requirements to become naturalized citizens. 1n 2000, 744 attorneyswere
admitted and 1,373 personswere naturalized. In 2001, 745 attorneyswere admitted and 1,088 personswere
naturalized. In every ceremony, each person isindividually recognized. We ask each to stand when their
nameis called and then, asagroup, they recite the Oath of Admission or the Oath of Allegiance. A reception
awaysfollows.

Thisyear construction will begin for the addition of anew annex. The two-and-one-half year construc-
tion project will yield many benefitsfor the District Court. Theannex will provide much needed trial support
space for attorneys, an environment that is fully accessible to personswith disabilities, and new courtrooms
with the infrastructure to accommodate existing and new technologies. The annex also will resolve the
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safety concerns of magistrate judges regarding their courtrooms which are small and offer minimal distance
between the defendant and the judge.

Since our last report, the number of civil case filings decreased by 11 percent in 2000 and decreased
another 12 percent in 2001. The principal reason for this declineis that student |oan cases have decreased
from743in1999t0 87in2001. Criminal casefilingsincreased four percent in 2000 and increased another six
percent in 2001. Bankruptcy Court casefilings decreased in 2000 by 14.8 percent but then increased by 10.4
percent in 2001.

In today’s ever-changing workforce, individuals who retire from any organization with 20 or more years
of dedicated service to that organization are truly remarkable. The District Court has its share of such
remarkable individuals. | begin with my former secretary, Ms. Lillian Witt, who retired with more than 30
years of service. Prior to assisting me for more than 19 years, she worked for the late Chief Judge William
B. Jones of the District and former Chief Judge Patricia Wald of the Circuit. Others are: Ms. Gloria
Johnson, who retired as secretary to the late Chief Judge Aubrey E. Robinson, Jr., with 27 years; and Ms.
Mildred Senerius, who retired as secretary to former Chief Judge John Garrett Penn with 21 %2 years. Inthe
Clerk’s Officewerecognize: Ms. GloriaWhyte, who retired with 29 2 years; Ms. Ellen Herbert with 33 ¥2
years; and Mr. Joe Wood, Jr., with 30 years of service. In the Probation Office we acknowledge: Deputy
Chief Probation Officer Deborah Jason, who retired with 22 % years; Supervisory U.S. Probation Officer
ThyraBenoit with 23 %2 years; Senior U.S. Probation Officer Thomas Brennan with 25 %2 years; and Senior
U.S. Prabation Officer Vicky Leake-Zapata with 21 ¥ years of service. The Judges of the District Court
thank each of them for their dedication and support throughout the years!

Many fine men and women throughout the court’s organi zation show great diligencein moving the court’s
business in the furtherance of the administration of justice. Under the leadership of Clerk of Court Nancy
Mayer-Whittington, Chief U.S. Probation Officer Richard A. Houck, Jr., and Bankruptcy Clerk of Court
Denise Curtis, our District Court staff has shown remarkabl e strength and courage during these challenging
and uncertain times and performed their jobs with the utmost of professionalism. Their dedication is often
accompanied by personal sacrifice. | am grateful for this commitment. The court has also benefitted from
the guidance and support of many dedicated members of the bar who serve on our advisory committees and
as volunteer mediators. We have gained immeasurably from their commitment and service.

The court’s needsfor the future continue to be complex and diverse. Yet, the prospectsfor this court look
bright. Energetic leadership from a dynamic bench and court staff will carry us well into the next decade.
We stand with enthusiasm to meet the many challenges that lie ahead in the 213 century.

Thomas F. Hogan
Chief Judge
U.S. District Court
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United states district court
for the district of columbia

THOMAS F. HOGAN

Chief Judge Hogan was appointed to the United States District Court in
August 1982 and became Chief Judge of the court on June 18, 2001. He
graduated from Georgetown University, receiving anA.B. (classical) in 1960.
He attended George Washington University’s masters program in Ameri-
can and English literature from 1960 to 1962 and he graduated from the
Georgetown University Law Center in 1966, where he was the St. Thomas
More Fellow. Following law school, Chief Judge Hogan clerked for Judge
William B. Jones of the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia
from 1966 to 1967. He served as counsel to the National Commission for
the Reform of Federal Criminal Lawsfrom 1967 to 1968 and was engaged
in private practice from 1968 to 1982. He has been an adjunct professor of
law at the Georgetown University Law Center, Master of the Prettyman-
Leventha Inn of Court, and served on the Board of the Federal Judicia
Center. In July 2001 Chief Judge Hogan was appointed to the Executive
Committee of the U.S. Judicial Conference.

ROYCE C. LAMBERTH

Judge Lamberth received his appointment to the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia in November 1987. He served as Presiding
Judge of the U.S. Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court from May 1995
to May 2002. Judge Lamberth graduated from the University of Texas and
from the University of Texas School of Law, receiving an LL.B. in 1967.
He served as a Captain in the Judge Advocate General’s Corps of the
United States Army from 1968 to 1974, including one year in Vietnam.
After that, he became an Assistant United States Attorney for the District
of Columbia. In 1978 Judge L amberth became Chief of the Civil Division of
the U.S. Attorney’s Office, a position he held until his appointment to the
federal bench.
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GLADYS KESSLER

Judge Kessler was appointed to the United States District Court for the
District of Columbiain July 1994. She received a B.A. from Cornell Uni-
versity and an LL.B. from Harvard Law School. Following graduation,
Judge Kessler was employed by the National Labor Relations Board, served
aslLegidative Assistant to aU.S. Senator and aU.S. Congressman, worked
for the New York City Board of Education, and then opened a public inter-
est law firm. In June 1977 she was appointed Associate Judge of the Supe-
rior Court of the District of Columbia. From 1981 to 1985 Judge Kessler
served as Presiding Judge of the Family Division and was amajor architect
of one of the nation’s first Multi-Door Courthouses. She served as Presi-
dent of the National Association of Women Judges from 1983 to 1984, has
served on the Executive Committee of the ABA's Conference of Federal
Trial Judges, and is now a member of the U.S. Judicial Conference’'s Com-
mittee on Court Administration and Management. Judge Kessler also chairs
the District Court’s Calendar Committee.

PAUL L. FRIEDMAN

Judge Friedman was appointed United States District Judgein August 1994.
He graduated from Cornell University in 1965 and received aJ.D. from the
School of Law of the State University of New York at Buffalo in 1968.
Following law school, Judge Friedman clerked for Judge Aubrey E. Robinson,
Jr., of the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia and for Judge
Roger Robb of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia
Circuit. He served as an Assistant United States Attorney for the District
of Columbiafrom 1970to 1974 and as an Assistant to the Solicitor General
of the United States from 1974 to 1976. Judge Friedman practiced law as
an associate and partner with White & Case from 1976 until 1994. He
served as President of the District of ColumbiaBar from 1986 to 1987, and
as Associate Independent Counsel for the Iran-Contra Investigation from
1987 to 1988. Heisamember of the Council of the American Law Insti-
tute.

RICARDO M. URBINA

Judge Urbinawas appointed to the United States District Court in July 1994.
He received a B.A. in 1967 from Georgetown University and graduated
from the Georgetown University Law Center in 1970. He served as staff
attorney for the D.C. Public Defender Service from 1970 to 1972 and then
entered private practice. From 1974 to 1981 he taught at Howard Univer-
sity Law School and directed the University’s Criminal Justice Program.
| He was appointed Associate Judge of the Superior Court of the District of
y Columbiain April 1981, and served as Presiding Judge of the Court’s Fam-
ily Division from 1985t0 1988.
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EMMET G. SULLIVAN

Judge Sullivan was appointed United States District Judge for the District
of Columbiain July 1994. Hereceived aB.A. in 1968 from Howard Uni-
versity and a J.D. in 1971 from the Howard University School of Law.
Following law school, Judge Sullivan was a Reginald Heber Smith Fellow
from 1971 to 1972. Thereafter, he clerked for Judge JamesA. Washington,
Jr. of the Superior Court of the District of Columbia. From 1973 to 1984,
Judge Sullivan served as an associate and partner at the firm of Houston &
Gardner, and its successor, Houston, Sullivan & Gardner. He was appointed
to the Superior Court of the District of Columbiain October 1984 and served
in every division of that court, including positions as Deputy and Presiding
Judge of the Probate and Tax Divisions. In November 1991 he was ap-
pointed to the District of Columbia Court of Appealswhere he served until
his appointment to the federal bench. He has served as a member of the
visiting faculty at Harvard Law School’s Trial Advocacy Workshop and
currently serves as amember of the District of Columbia Judicial Nomina-
tion Commission. Judge Sullivan is a member of the U.S. Judicial
Conference’s Committee on Criminal Law.

JAMES ROBERTSON

Judge Robertson was appointed United States District Judge in December
1994. He graduated from Princeton University in 1959 and received an
LL.B. from George Washington University Law School in 1965 after serv-
ingintheU.S. Navy. From 1965 to 1969 hewasin private practice with the
law firm of Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering. From 1969 to 1972 Judge Robertson
served with the Lawyers' Committee for Civil Rights Under Law, as chief
counsel of the Committee’slitigation officesin Jackson, Mississippi and as
director in Washington, D.C. Judge Robertson then returned to private
practice with Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering where he practiced until his ap-
pointment to thefederal bench. Whilein private practice he served as presi-
dent of the District of Columbia Bar, co-chair of the Lawyers Committee
for Civil Rights Under Law, and president of the Southern Africa Legal
Services and Legal Education Project, Inc.
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COLLEEN KOLLAR-KOTELLY

Judge Kollar-Kotelly was appointed to the United States District Court in
May 1997. She received a B.A. in 1965 from The Catholic University of
Americaand aJ.D. in 1968 from Columbus School of Law, The Catholic
University of America. Following law school, she served as law clerk to
Judge Catherine B. Kelly of the District of Columbia Court of Appeals.
From 1969 to 1972 Judge Kollar-Kotelly was an attorney in the Criminal
Division of the U.S. Department of Justice and then served as the chief
legal counsel to Saint Elizabeth’s Hospital until 1984. She was appointed
Associate Judge of the D.C. Superior Court in October 1984, and served as
Deputy Presiding Judge of the Criminal Division from 1995 until her ap-
pointment to the federal bench. Judge Kollar-Kotelly has been a Fellow of
the American Bar Association, afounding member of the Thurgood Marshall
Inn of Court, an adjunct professor at Georgetown University School of
Medicinein ajoint teaching program on mental health and thelaw, and chair
of the Board of the Art Trust for Superior Court. She currently servesasa
member of the Judicial Conference of the United States Committee on
Financial Disclosure.

HENRY H. KENNEDY, JR.

Judge Kennedy was appointed tothe U.S. District Court in September 1997.
He graduated from Princeton University in 1970 and received a J.D. from
Harvard Law School in 1973. Following graduation, he worked for a short
time for the law firm of Reavis, Pogue, Neal and Rose, then served as an
Assistant United States Attorney for the District of Columbiafrom 1973 to
1976. From 1976 to 1979 he served as a United States Magistrate for the
United States District Court for the District of Columbia. In December
1979 he was appointed Associate Judge of the Superior Court of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, where he served until his appointment to thefederal bench.

RICHARD W. ROBERTS

Judge Raberts was appointed to the U.S. District Court in July 1998. He
graduated cum laude from Vassar College (1974) and received an M.1.A.
from the Schooal for International Training (1978) and aJ.D. from Columbia
University (1978). Prior to his appointment to the bench, Judge Roberts
served for three years as Chief of the Criminal Section in the Civil Rights
Division of the U.S. Department of Justice. Previously, Judge Robertswas
the Principal Assistant U.S. Attorney for the District of Columbia. In prior
posts, Judge Roberts served as an Assistant U.S. Attorney for the Southern
District of New York, an associate with Covington & Burling, and a tria
attorney in the Criminal Section in the Civil Rights Division of the U.S.
Department of Justice.
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ELLEN SEGAL HUVELLE

Judge Huvelle was appointed United States District Judge in October 1999.
She completed her undergraduate studies at Wellesley College and received
aMastersin City Planning from Yale University. In 1975, she received a
J.D. from Boston College Law School, graduating magna cum laude.
Following law school, Judge Huvelle served as law clerk to Chief Justice
Edward F. Hennessey of the Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court. In
October 1976, Judge Huvelle joined Williams & Connolly and became a
partner in 1984. In 1990, Judge Huvelle became an Associate Judge of the
Superior Court of the District of Columbia. On the bench of the Superior
Court, Judge Huvelle served inthe Criminal, Civil and Family Divisions. An
experienced litigator, Judge Huvelle has served asan instructor in Trial Ad-
vocacy at the University of Virginia Law School and as a member of the
Visiting Faculty at Harvard Law School’s Trial Advocacy Workshop. She
isafellow of the American Bar Foundation and a member of the Edward
Bennett Williams Inn of Court.

REGGIE B. WALTON

Judge Walton was appointed to the United States District Court in October
2001. Heisagraduate of West Virginia State College (B.A. 1971) and The
American University Washington College of Law (J.D. 1974). JudgeWalton
served as an Associate Judge of the Superior Court of the District of Co-
lumbiafrom 1981 to 1989 and from 1991 to 2001. From 1989 to 1991, he
served as the Associate Director of the Office of National Drug Policy and
as Senior White House Advisor for Crime under President George Bush.

_ | During his legal career, Judge Walton was the Executive Assistant U.S.

Attorney under the late Charles F. C. Ruff, served five years as an Assis-
tant United States Attorney in Washington, D.C., and served as a staff
atorney inthe Defender Association of Philadelphia. Currently, JudgeWalton
isafaculty member at the National Judicial Collegein Reno, NV, aninstruc-
tor at the Harvard Law School’s Trial Advocacy Workshop, and a faculty
member with the National Institute of Trial Advocacy.
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JOHN D. BATES

Judge Bates was appointed to the United States District Court for the Dis-
trict of Columbiain December 2001. Heis a 1968 graduate of Wesleyan
University. From 1968 to 1971 Judge Bates served in the United States
Army, including atour in Vietham. He graduated Order of the Coif from
the University of Maryland School of Law in 1976. Following law school,
Judge Bateswas alaw clerk to Judge Roszel Thomsen at the United States
District Court for the District of Maryland and subsequently was an associ-
ate at Steptoe & Johnson. Judge Bates served in the Office of the United
States Attorney for the District of Columbia from 1980 through 1997 and
was Chief of the Civil Division from 1987 through 1997. Healso served on
detail asthe Deputy Independent Counsel for the Whitewater investigation
from 1995 to 1997. Additionally, he has served in several |eadership posi-
tionsin the bar, including Treasurer of the D.C. Bar, Chairman of the Pub-
lications Committee of the D.C. Bar, and Chairman of the Litigation Section
of the Federal Bar. Judge Bates has also served on rules and procedures
committees for both the United States Court of Appeals for the D.C. Cir-
cuit and the District Court for the District of Columbia. Immediately prior
to his appointment, Judge Bates was a partner in the law firm of Miller &
Chevalier, chairing the Government Contracts and L itigation Department.

RICHARD J. LEON

Judge Leon was appointed to the United States District Court in February
2002. Hereceived hisA.B. from Holy Cross Collegein 1971, hisJ.D. cum
laude from Suffolk Law School in 1974, and hisLL.M. from Harvard Law
School in 1981. Prior to being appointed to the bench, Judge Leon was
engaged in private practice in Washington, D.C. from 1989 to 2002. Judge
Leon served at the U.S. Department of Justice in a number of positions,
including Deputy Assistant Attorney General in the Environment Division,
Senior Trial Attorney inthe Criminal Section of the Tax Division, and Spe-
cial Assistant U.S. Attorney in the Southern District of New York. He
served as counsel to congressional committeesin theinvestigations of three
sitting Presidents and as Special Counsel to the U.S. House Ethics Reform
Task Force. He also served as a Commissioner on the White House Fel-
lows Commission and the Judicial Review Commission on Foreign Asset
Control. A former full-timelaw professor at St. John’s Law School, Judge
Leoniscurrently an adjunct law professor at both Georgetown and Catho-
licUniversities.
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Senior Judges
WILLIAM B. BRYANT

Judge Bryant was appointed to the United States District Court in August
1965 and took senior status in January 1982. He served as Chief Judge
from March 1977 to September 1981. He graduated from Howard Univer-
sity, receiving an A.B. in 1932, and from Howard University Law Schooal,
receiving an LL.B. in 1936. Judge Bryant served in the U.S. Army from
1943t01947. Hewasan Assistant U.S. Attorney for the District of Colum-
biafrom 1951 to 1954. From 1954 until his appointment to the bench, Judge
Bryant was engaged in private practice.

LOUIS F. OBERDORFER

Judge Oberdorfer was appointed to the United States District Court in Oc-
tober 1977. He graduated from Dartmouth Collegein 1939 and received an
LL.B. from Yale Law School in 1946 after four years of military service.
Judge Oberdorfer was law clerk to Justice Hugo L. Black during the 1946
term of the U.S. Supreme Court. He was in private practice from 1947
until he became Assistant Attorney General, Tax Division, Department of
Justice, in 1961. Hereturned to private practicein 1965. When appointed to
the bench, Judge Oberdorfer was a partner at Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering.
He has served as Co-Chairman of the Lawyers' Committeefor Civil Rights
Under Law, amember of the Advisory Committee on the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure, Chief Executive Officer of the Legal Services Corpora-
tion, and President of the D.C. Bar. Presently, he is Co-Chair of the His-
torical Society of the District of ColumbiaCircuit.

JOHN GARRETT PENN

Judge Penn was appointed United States District Judge for the District of
Columbiain March 1979 and served as Chief Judge from March 1992 until
July 1997. He graduated from the University of Massachusetts with an
A.B. in 1954 and received an LL.B. from the Boston University School of
Law in 1957. He attended the Woodrow Wilson School of International &
Public Affairs at Princeton University from 1967 to 1968 where he was a
National Institute of Public Affairs Fellow, and later attended the National
Judicial College, University of Nevada. He served inthe U.S. Army, Judge
Advocate General’s Corps, from 1958 to 1961. Judge Penn served as a
Tria Attorney, Reviewer, and Assistant Chief of the General Litigation Sec-
tion, Tax Division, Department of Justice, from 1961 to 1970 and as an
Associate Judge of the Superior Court of the District of Columbia from
1970to 1979.
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NORMA HOLLOWAY JOHNSON

Judge Johnson was appointed to the United States District Court in May
1980. She served as Chief Judge from July 22, 1997 until June 18, 2001,
when shetook senior status. Shereceived aJ.D. in 1962 from Georgetown
University Law Center and aB.S. in 1955 from the University of the Dis-
trict of Columbia. Judge Johnson served as a tria attorney in the Civil
Division, U.S. Department of Justice, from 1963 to 1967 and as an Assis-
tant Corporation Counsel for the District of Columbiafrom 1967 to 1970. In
October 1970 she was appointed Associate Judge of the Superior Court of
the District of Columbiawhere she served until her appointment to the fed-
eral bench.

THOMAS PENFIELD JACKSON

Judge Jackson was appointed United States District Judge for the District
of Columbiain June 1982 and took senior statusin January 2002. He gradu-
ated from Dartmouth College in 1958 and Harvard Law School in 1964.
Between college and law school, he served as an officer in the U.S. Navy.
Prior to his appointment to the federal bench, Judge Jackson practiced law
for 18 years, primarily asacivil litigator. At the time of his appointment to
the court, Judge Jackson was serving as President of the Bar Association of
theDistrict of Columbia.
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retired Judges
THOMAS A. FLANNERY

Judge Flannery was appointed United States District Judge in December
1971. Hereceived an LL.B. from Columbus University Law School, now
part of The Catholic University of America, in 1940. Judge Flannery served
in the U.S. Air Force as a combat intelligence officer from 1942 to 1945.
He was in private practice and served in the Department of Justice from
1945t0 1950. Hewasan Assistant U.S. Attorney for the District of Colum-
biafrom 1950 until 1961. Judge Flannery was a partner in the law firm of
Hamilton & Hamilton from 1961 to 1969, when he was named U.S. Attor-
ney for the District of Columbia, aposition he held until his appointment to
the court. Judge Flannery took senior status in May of 1985 and retired
from active senior statusin January of 2001.

JOYCE HENS GREEN

Judge Green was appointed United States District Judge for the District of
Columbiain May 1979. Shewasamember of theU.S. Foreign Intelligence
Surveillance Court from May 1988 until her seven-year term expired in
May 1995, and served asits Presiding Judge from May 1990 until the expi-
ration of her term. Judge Green graduated from the University of Maryland,
receivingaB.A. in 1949, and the George Washington University Law School,
receiving aJ.D. in 1951. Judge Green practiced law in the District of Co-
lumbiaand Virginiauntil she was appointed Associ ate Judge of the Superior
Court of the District of Columbia in 1968 where she served until her ap-
pointment to thefederal benchin 1979. Sheisamember of theU.S. Judicial
Conference’s Judicia Branch Committee and Chair (1997-98), National
Conference of Federal Trial Judges. Judge Green took senior statusin July
1995 and retired from active senior statusin July 2001.
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Magistrate Judges
DEBORAH A. ROBINSON

Magi strate Judge Robinson was sworn in as United States M agistrate Judge
on July 18, 1988. Sheisagraduate of Morgan State University and Emory
University School of Law. Magistrate Judge Robinson clerked for Chief
Judge H. Carl Moultriel of the Superior Court of the District of Columbia
from 1978 to 1979. Following her clerkship, she joined the United States
Attorney’s Office for the District of Columbia, where she served for eight
years prior to her appointment.

ALAN KAY

Magistrate Judge Kay was appointed United States Magistrate Judge in
September 1991. He is a graduate of George Washington University, re-
ceivingaB.A. in 1957 and a J.D. from its National Law Center in 1959.
Magistrate Judge Kay clerked for U.S. District Judges Alexander Holtzoff
and William B. Jones. He was an attorney with the Public Defender Ser-
vice, served in the U.S. Attorney’s Office, and worked in the Office of
General Counsel at the Department of Commerce. From 1967 until his ap-
pointment hewasin private practicein the District of Columbia.

JOHN M. FACCIOLA

Magistrate Judge Facciola was appointed United States Magistrate Judge
in August 1997. Hereceived an A.B. in 1966 from the College of the Holy
Cross and a J.D. in 1969 from the Georgetown University Law Center.
Following law school, Magistrate Judge Facciola served as an Assistant
District Attorney in Manhattan from 1969 to 1973 and wasin private prac-
tice in the District of Columbia from 1974 to 1982. He joined the U.S.
Attorney’s Office in 1982 and served as Chief of the Special Proceedings
section from 1989 until his appointment as Magistrate Judge. Magistrate
Judge Facciolaisan adjunct professor of law at Catholic University. Heisa
fellow of the American Bar Foundation and vice-president of the John Carroll
Society.
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Office of the Clerk of the district court

The mission of the
Clerk’s Office isto
provide courteous
and efficient services
to the court, the bar,
the public, and our
internal customers.
The Clerk’s Office
has 79 employees
and is divided into
four divisions: Op-
erations, Administra-
tive Services, Sys-
Nancy Mayer-Whittington  tems, and the Office
Clerk of Court of the Clerk.

The Operations

Division playsamajor rolein the court’sfunctions
and consists of the operations section, attorney ad-
missions, the files/copies section, the intake/new
cases section, and criminal/magistrateintake. The
operations section consists of a combined section
of courtroom deputies and docket clerks. The op-
erations section provides complete support —
courtroom coverage, case management, and dock-
eting — to al judicial officers. The files/copies
section and the intake/new cases section oversee
all aspects of records management and processall
civil matters submitted for filing. Criminal/magis-

trate intake processes all new criminal cases for
judicid officers.

Administrative Services has broad responsibili-
tiesand playsasignificant rolein providing nonju-
dicial administrative support to the court. Eight
distinct functions are included in the mission of
Administrative Services: finance, jury, property and
procurement, budget, space and facilities, interpret-
ing services, mail services, and liaison to the court
reporters.

The Systems Office provides automation sup-
port to the court and the Clerk’s Office. It isre-
sponsible for maintaining the court’s docketing
and case management database system and for
supporting the court’s local area network and all
personal computers assigned to District Court
judges, chambers' staff, and Clerk’s Office staff.
Thisoffice a so handles courtroom technology and
telecommunications.

The Office of the Clerk includes the Clerk of
Court and her assi stant, the human resources man-
ager and her assistant, the training coordinator, and
two management analysts. This office provides
staff support to the judges’ committees and many
of the court-appointed advisory committees. The
Office of the Clerk also designs and implementsa
wide variety of specia projects at the request of
the court.
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united states probation office

The Probation Of-
fice servesthe U.S.
Didtrict Court for the
Didtrict of Columbia
by performing pre-
sentence investiga-
tionstoassist district
judgesin the choice
of appropriate sen-
tences for criminal
defendants and by
supervising the ac-
Richard A. Houck, Jr. tivities of persons
Chief U.S. Probation Officer ~ conditionally re-
leased to the com-
munity. The Probation Officeis currently staffed
with 53 probation officers and 28 support person-
nel.

The office plays a critical role in the sentenc-
ing of criminal defendants by preparing presen-
tenceinvestigation reportsand providing sentenc-
ing guidelines calculations. Probation Officers
gather and compileinformation related to the his-
tory and characteristics of a defendant, including
prior criminal record, financial status, circum-
stances affecting the defendant’s behavior hel pful
to sentencing or correctional treatment, classifica
tion of the offense and the defendant under the

categories established by the U.S. Sentencing Com-
mission, and victim impact statements.

Probation Officers a so serve as officers of the
United States District Court and as agents of the
United States Parole Commission for purposes of
supervising the activities of persons sentenced to
probation, supervised release, or parole. Special-
ists administer contracts for services (or deliver
services) for drug, alcohol, and mental health treat-
ment; HIV/AIDS counseling; a sanctions center;
electronic monitoring of offenders; employment
counseling; education and vocationa assistance;
and servicesfor “special offenders.” The mission
of the officeistofaithfully execute each offender’s
sentence, to control any risk posed by persons un-
der its supervision, and to promote law-abiding
behavior.

In 2000 and 2001 the Probation Office contin-
ued to increase its efforts to provide the highest
quality, professional servicetothecourt. Enhance-
ments to the automation and telecommuni cations
systems, the hiring of highly qualified staff, and
increased training opportunities have hel ped move
the officetoward thisgoal. The office utilizes pro-
gressive strategies such as flexible work sched-
ulesand telecommuting optionsto assist itsstaff in
meeting office goals and responsibilities with in-
creased efficiency and effectiveness.
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court reporters

The primary duties
of the court report-
ers are to record
court proceedings
and to produce ver-
batim transcripts of
the proceedings
when required. By
statute, rule, or order
of the court, report-
ers must accurately
report all court ses-
Beverly Byrne sion§ and other pro-
Court Reporting Supervisor ~ ceedingsbecauseall
U.S. District Courts
are courts of record.
Proceedings recorded under 28 U.S.C. § 753 in-
clude all proceedingsin criminal, civil, and other
cases held in open court.
Atthecloseof 2001 the District Court employed
13 full-time reporters, the full complement autho-
rized for theD.C. Circuit. The staff reportersserve
al active judges, senior judges, and magistrate
judges of the District Court.

Whileofficial court reporters are employees of
the court, their positionisunique. They receivean
annual salary but arethe only court employeeswho
must furnish their own supplies and equipment.
However, the reporters may charge and collect
fees for certain work performed in the course of
their official duties. Whiletranscripts prepared for
official court records are provided to the court free
of charge, reporters may collect fees for prepar-
ing transcripts at the request of parties. The fees
for this service are established by the U.S. Judicial
Conference.

Before being hired, all District Court reporters
must pass a vigorous three-part reporting test and
a general knowledge written examination. They
are also required to hold a Certificate of Profi-
ciency from their reporting association. In addi-
tion, the two reporting associations, the National
Court Reporters Association and the National
Stenomask Verbatim Reporters Association, re-
quire, as a condition of membership, a prescribed
level of continuing education to enhance a
reporter’sskills.
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U.S. district Court Advisory Committees

The United States District Court has established six committees, composed of members of the bench, the bar,
and court staff, to assist in its administrative efforts.

Advisory Committee on Local Rules

Rule 83 of Title 28 of the United States Code permits each district to adopt local rules consistent with the
Federal Rules. The court’sAdvisory Committee on Local Ruleswasformed in 1973 to provide expert advice
to the court aslocal rules are promulgated and changed. The committee, which is composed of local practi-
tioners, also receives and submits commentsto the court on proposed rule changes. At the close of 2001 the
members of the Advisory Committee on Local Ruleswere:

John D. Aldock, Chair

Robert J. Higgins
Alfredlrving
ToniaPowell

Grace E. Speights

Wendell W. Webster
Greg Hughes, ex officio

Judge Paul L. Friedman, Liaison

Advisory Committee on Non-Appropriated Funds

Loca Rulesgoverning membership inthe bar of the District Court require the payment of asmall fee upon an
attorney’sinitial admission and at the time of each subsequent triennial renewal. Thefeesareused, in part, to
defray the cost of keeping the court’sregister of attorneys current. Any balance is held in trust by the Clerk
of Court. The funds are spent from time to time, with the approval of the court, primarily for the benefit of
bench and bar. The members of the Advisory Committee on Non-Appropriated Funds at the close of 2001
were:

Thomas Abbenante
Devarieste Curry
Christopher Davis
Darryl W. Jackson

Bettina Lawton
Nancy Mayer-Whittington, Trustee

Judge Thomas Penfield Jackson, Liaison
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Criminal Justice Act Panel Selection Committee

Pursuant to the Criminal Justice Act of 1964, 18 U.S.C. 8 3006A (as amended), the judges of the United
States District Court for the District of Columbia have adopted a plan to provide lawyers to defendants who
arefinancially unable to obtain adeguate representation. The CJA Panel Selection Committee reviews the
qualifications of private attorneyswho are eligible and willing to provide representation under the Criminal
Justice Act and recommends the best qualified to the court. At the close of 2001 the members of the CIA
Panel Selection Committee were:

Judge GladysKessler, Chair

Magistrate Judge Deborah A. Robinson
Francis D. Carter
A.J. Kramer
R. Stan Mortenson

Advisory Committee on Pro Se Litigation

Pursuant to the provisions of Local Civil Rule 83.11, the Advisory Committee on Pro Se Litigation oversees
morethan 130 volunteer members of the Civil Pro Bono Panel. Panel members represent pro se partieswho
are proceeding in forma pauperisin civil actions and cannot obtain counsel by any other means. 1n 2000 the
court made 86 appointments to members of the panel; in 2001, 59 appointments were made. At the close of
2001 the members of the Advisory Committee on Pro Se Litigation were:

Karen T. Grisez, Chair

Avis Buchanan W. Mark Nebeker Michelle Roberts

LovidaH. Coleman, Jr. Rob Okun Jeffrey D. Robinson

Sharon Cummings Giles Alan A. Pemberton Sidney R. Smith 111
Christopher J. Herrling Anthony T. Pierce Maureen Thornton Syracuse
JamesMiller John Relman Donald Thigpen, Jr.

Dwight D. Murray John C. Yang

Carol Freeman, ex officio
Addie Hallstorks, ex officio
Michelle Sedgewick, ex officio
Michael Zoeller, ex officio

Judge GladysKessler, Liaison
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Committee on Grievances

Pursuant to Local Civil Rule 83.14 and Local Criminal Rule 57.25, the court’s Committee on Grievancesis
charged with receiving, investigating, considering and acting upon complaints against members of the bar of
the District Court that may involve disbarment, suspension, censure, reinstatement, or other disciplinary
actions. The committee receives complaintsfrom judges, membersof the bar, and litigants. The committeeis
appointed by the court, and membership isrotated after aperiod of service. At the close of 2001 the members
of the Committee on Grievances were:

Joseph E. diGenova, Chair
Pamela B. Stuart, Vice Chair

A. Scott Bolden
Richard L. Cys
Darryl W. Jackson
Laurel Pyke Malson
Stuart H. Newberger
Joseph N. Alexander, Jr., Committee Clerk

Judge Paul L. Friedman, Liaison

Rule 83.20 Counseling Panel

The Rule 83.20 Counseling Panel receives referrals from District Court judges of attorneys who exhibit a
deficiency in performance. Upon referral, an attorney may receive counseling from a panel member on
mattersrelating to litigation practice, ethics, or possible substance abuse problems. The provisions of former
Rule 711 are now contained in Local Civil Rule 83.20 and Local Criminal Rule 57.31. The members of the
Rule 83.20 Counseling Panedl at the close of 2001 were:

Beverly J. Burke, Chair

Maureen Duignan
Karen Hardwick
Robert E. Jordan |11
Anthony T. Pierce
Kim Keenan Solomon

Judge Paul L. Friedman, Liaison
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Electronic case filing committee

The Electronic Case Filing Committee was established in 2000 to study the issue of electronic filing and to
recommend to the court any rules necessary to permit, encourage, or require electronic filing. The commit-
teeis composed of members of the court’s staff, along with attorneys from private law firms, a sole practi-
tioner, the Department of Justice, the U.S. Attorneys Office, the Office of the Corporation Counsel, and the
Federal Public Defender.

Judge Richard W. Roberts, Chair

John Aldock Mark Nagle

Joel Bennett Jeannette Plante

Craig Goldbl att Jeannie Scalafani-Rhee
Andrew Hoenig D. Jean Veta

William P. Jackson, Jr. Thomas E. Zeno

Shawn Moore
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U.S. district Court Work load Information

Case load Summary all cases 1999-2001

Following a seven percent increase in 1999, case filings decreased nine percent in 2000 and another 10
percent in 2001.

1999 2000 Change 2001 Change
Filings 4,055 3,676 -9.3% 3,301 -10.2%
Terminations 3,645 3,696 14% 3,413 -1.7%
Pending 3,687 3,668 -0.5% 3,560 -2.9%

Case load Summary civil cases 1997-2001

Civil casefilingsincreased nine percent in 1999, but decreased 11 percent in 2000, and another 12 percentin
2001. These decreases were due mainly to steep declines in student loan cases from 743 in 1999 to 286 in
2000toonly 871n2001. Also contributing to the decreasein 2001 were declinesin prisoner civil rights cases
from 352 to 266 and civil rights employment cases from 368 to 294.

The events of September 11, 2001 may have also contributed to the drop in civil case filingsthat year.
From January 1, 2001 through September 10, 2001, there was a 10.6 percent declinein civil casefilings
compared to the same time frame the previous year. There was a 21.5 percent decrease from September
11, 2001 through December 31, 2001 compared to the same time frame in 2000.
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civil Case terminations

Asin previous years, more than 40 percent of all 2000 and 2001 civil cases were terminated by dismissal.
The other methods by which civil cases were terminated also remained nearly constant in 2000 and 2001,
although the percent of case terminations by settlement and by summary judgment rose slightly in 2001.

2000:

Other*
18.8%

Transferred
9.4%

Summary
Judgment
16.7%
Tnd
13%  Setled
12.1%

2001:
Other*
14.0%

Transferred
9.7%

Summary
Judgment
19.6%

Trid

1.6% Settled

14.3%

Dismissd
41.7%

Digmissed
40.8%

* “Other” terminations include judgment on default, consent judgment and other judgments.
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Case load Summary criminal cases 1997-2001

After adecreasein 1999, criminal casefilingsrosein both 2000 and 2001. Therewere 449 criminal filingsin
2000and 475in 2001. The methods by which criminal caseswereterminated remained relatively constant in
2000 and 2001.
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U.S. PROBATION OFFICE WORK LOAD information

The current supervision caseload of the United States Probation Officeiscomprised of individuals placed on
probation and post-incarceration supervised release by the District Court, as well as persons released to
community supervision by the United States Parole Commission. As a result of changes in supervision
release procedures, attributable to the D.C. Revitalization Act/Sentencing Reform Act, persons sentenced in
the District of Columbia Superior Court are now confined in Federal Bureau of Prisonsfacilities and, when
released, are subject to the supervision of the Court Services and Offender Supervision Agency (CSOSA).
Previously, personswho were sentenced in the District of Columbia Superior Court and confined in aFederal
Bureau of Prisons facility, were released to the supervision of the United States Probation Office.

Supervision Cases 1990-2001
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Since 2000 this change in the release policy, asit relates to District of Columbia Superior Court cases, has
impacted the number of cases the Probation Office supervises. The overall supervision numbers have
decreased approximately nine percent since 1999. The office continues to supervise offenders sentenced in
the District Court but who reside in the local suburbs. The Probation Office also continues to supervise a
small number of pretrial defendants rel eased by the District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia (Alex-
andria) and the District Court for the District of Maryland, but who reside in the District of Columbia.
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Supervision Cases With Special Conditions 2000-2001

In 2000 and 2001 the number of cases involving substance abuse treatment conditions continued to rise
dlightly, while casesinvolving mental health treatment and community service as specia conditions of super-
vision remained relatively constant. Currently 50 percent of the cases in the Probation Office have specia
conditionsfor drug treatment — an unusually high proportion among federal courts of asimilar sizein urban

settings, but reflective of the type of cases prosecuted in this district.

2000 2001
No Conditions SUbStTg;A buse No Conditions Substasnoc;A buse
42% 0 36% 0
! Mental Health
Mental Hedth  Community % Comm_unity
6% Savice Service
6% 7%
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Presentence Reports 2000-2001

The production of presentence reports represents a significant portion of the work of the Probation Office.
Thereports are used by judges in structuring sentences and by the Federal Bureau of Prisonsin determining
the appropriate classification and correctional facility assignment for offenders. 1n 2000 and 2001 the num-
ber of presentence reports prepared by the office decreased by six percent and nine percent, respectively.
Thiswas partialy aresult of changesin trends arising from the United States Attorney’s Office’s decisions
to prosecute certain cases in the Superior Court for the District of Columbiarather than in District Court.

presentence reports 1990-2001
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United states bankruptCy court
for the district of columbia

S. MARTIN TEEL, JR.

Judge Teel was appointed to the United States Bankruptcy Court in
February 1988 and was reappointed to a second 14-year term, effective
in February 2002. He isagraduate of the University of Virginia, receiv-
ing a B.A. in economics in 1967 and a J.D. in 1970. Following law
school, Judge Teel served as a law clerk to Judge Roger Robb of the
U.S. Court of Appealsfor the District of ColumbiaCircuit. In 1971 Judge
Teel joined the Tax Division of the Department of Justice where he
served asan Assistant Chief of the Civil Trial Section from 1982 until his
appointment to the Bankruptcy Court.

office of the clerk of the bankruptcy court

The Office of the
Clerk of the Bank-
ruptcy Court pro-
vides service to the
judiciary, bar, and
public by managing
cases and docu-
mentsfiled with the
court. The Clerk’s
Officeisresponsible
for the overal effi-
ciency and accuracy
of recordsand infor-
mation processed in
the court, and is re-
sponsiblefor accept-
ing documents, collecting appropriate fees, sched-
uling cases, providing courtroom coverage, re-
sponding to inquiries, and providing notice of land-
mark events to creditors.

Denise Curtis
Clerk of Court

The Clerk’s Office currently has a staff of 16
and is organized into three areas: administration,
automation, and operations. Theadministrativearea
is responsible for finance, procurement, property
management, personnel, and management of the
court’s budget. The administrative division also
handles specia projects, such as electronic case
filing, statistical reports, and training.

Theautomation areadevel opsand overseesthe
court’sinformation systems, including the distrib-
uted computer network, telecommunications, and
the national case management system. The auto-
mation division aso supportsinitiativessuch asqual-
ity control and training, and prepares statistical and
ad hoc reports.

The operations area is responsible for receiv-
ing new cases and documents, docketing, records
and case management, and providing courtroom
services. Thissection aso answers public inquir-
ies and requests and serves as liaison to chambers
and the bar for case-related matters.
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U.S. bankruptcy Court Advisory Committee

Advisory Committee on Local Bankruptcy Rules

Rule 83 of Title 28 of the United States Code permits each district to adopt local rules consistent with the
Federal Rules. The court’s Advisory Committee on Local Bankruptcy Rules was formed in 1985 to provide
expert adviceto the court aslocal rulesare promulgated and changed. The committee, which is composed of
local practitioners and U.S. Trustees, also acts as a vehicle for the receipt and submission to the court of
comments on proposed rule changes. The current members of the Advisory Committee on Local Bank-
ruptcy Rules are:

Paul D. Pearlstein, Chair

Marc E. Albert David Lynn

Stephen J. Csontos Kevin R. McCarthy
FrancisP. Dicello CynthiaA. Niklas
Mary Joanne Dowd William DouglasWhite
Dennis J. Early Daria J. Zane

Judge S. Martin Tedl, Jr., Liaison
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U.S. bankruptcy Court Work load Information

Following asix percent decrease in 1999, bankruptcy case filings decreased again in 2000 by 14.8 percent.
In 2001, however, filings increased by 10.4 percent. The percentage of business filings to total filings de-
creased to 2.5 percent in 2000 and 1.8 percent in 2001. The percentage of consumer filings to total filings
correspondingly increased to 97.5 percent in 2000 and 98.2 percent in 2001. In 1999 business filings com-
prised three percent of the total.

Case load Summary 1999-2001

1999 2000 Change 2001 Change
Filings* 2730 2326 -14.8% 2567 10.4%
Terminations 2666 2451 -8.1% 2208 -9.%
Pending 2455 2330 -5.1% 2689 15.4%
Case load Summary 1997-2001
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* Figuresinclude reopened cases.
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Composition of filings

The composition of casesfiled in 2000 and 2001 remained relatively consistent with previousyears. Of the
2,326 cases filed in 2000, 1,484 were filed under Chapter 7; 34 were Chapter 11 filings, and 808 were
Chapter 13 filings. In 2001, 2,567 cases were filed: 1,793 under Chapter 7, 34 under Chapter 11, and 740

under Chapter 13.
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Chapter 13
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Chapter 11 1.3%
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bankruptcy case terminations

The total number of bankruptcy cases terminated decreased by 8.1 percent in 2000 and 9.9 percent in 2001.
Of the 2,451 cases closed in 2000, 1,800 cases were Chapter 7; 34 cases were Chapter 11; and 617 cases
were Chapter 13. 1n 2001, 2,208 cases were closed: 1,665 were Chapter 7, 22 were Chapter 11, and 521

were Chapter 13.
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Pending bankruptcy cases

Of the 2,330 cases pending at the end of 2000 and the 2,689 cases pending at the end of 2001, the majority
were Chapter 13 (1,874 in 2000 and 2,093 in 2001). There were 346 Chapter 7 cases pending at the end of
2000 and 474 at the end of 2001. Chapter 11 cases comprised the smallest percentage of the total pending
case load, with 110 Chapter 11 cases pending at the end of 2000 and 122 at the end of 2001.

2000 2001
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